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Pref» ce gjj|Jo n 


SeC °" 


s econd 

nlarge diUp 'Tfication- the 

•JS&&S& ^ . the UK Action 

[ 1 th?UKACIA’s lauda ^ e t ^°uKAciA S press releases in 
in this edition some of e ^ Memorandum, 

, iv and extracts from the UKAtu* 1V ‘ C ‘ ,, 

s and the Law in Multi-faith Britain - The Need for Reform 
)93) to the Home Secretary for the consideration of the 
Review of Race Relations Act 1976. Moreover, all the 
events and published material of the period between the first 



Preface to the First 
Edition 

♦ niurp the Satanic Verses Affair in 
This book is an attcmp P ^ Qn the var i ety 0 f responses 

the Muslim perspec , a i rea dy been published on the 

lon S BMiography. W, 
Seles felt the need for an updatedI wor.documenting and 
anabsing the Affair as Muslims see it. For. the coverage in the 
hooks published so far stops at mid- or late-1989. We, therefore 
planned it for publication in early 1991. This plan proved, in a 
sense, providential in that it enabled us to cover a significant 
‘twist* in the Affair - Rushdie’s ‘embracing’ of Islam on the 24th 
December, 1990. We believe the discussion on this latest, unpre¬ 
dictable and ambivalent aspect of the Affair should make this 
book stand out above others. Seeking permission to reproduce 
some extracts, particularly from national dailies, revealed to us 
the other face of the much-vaunted ideal of the freedom of 
expression. The very champions of this freedom who had sup¬ 
ported Rushdie with all their might in presenting a sheer distortion 
of Islam literally prevented us from even representing what had 
been published day in and day out in their newspapers and 
magazines. Hardly had we expected such ‘thou shall not-ism’ of 
the Liberal establishment. 

This book emanates from our belief in the primacy of civility 
over sacrilege. To our dismay and bewilderment, we noted the 

he < M^r f 3 r V ri! y b ? mg stifled in thedin and furore engendered by 
ing its part Wthracists and media, each contribut- 
some se P mbla^l h nf P " S Ca ! m,ng down and ,he restoration of 
we believe it is nnwT' ^ and reason > particularly in the media, 
civility. Ime t0 lsten and respond to the voice of 

all relevant events^ Ch-m/ ^"j° V ,^ s a s y n °ptic account of almost 
■ *». SS £ E, • r^pecive-, offers 

ediment of the Affair, ranging from the 
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,ofl se 


£& «*S « » > , es p«- 

*‘,S, “ vie” of , a 

S-iSs.*s2s-r35« 
=S£ 2 s gr&s&g, 

sssSCsS 

articles some overlapping was inevitable in this Chapter. Ap 
pended to the book are several significant documents with 
bearings on the Affair. Another useful element of the book is an 
extensive and annotated bibliography of relevant material in 
books and journals. For obvious constraints of space we had to 

0,n '* hiis * 


■ »* W« re 'Z B f a " y ‘WSw 
rre p Vi “ ,y0Ver 
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3rd—10th October, 
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5th October, 1988 
Hth October, 1988 
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Chronology 


publish 

Mr rr«s ° ffence ,0 

mg tnai n 
Muslims. 

Objectionable passages fr0r V h ^j ^ 
brought to the attention of Mus tm 
organizations, mosques, and Mush" 1 
ambassadors in the UK. Penguin officials 
contacted for immediate withdrawal of 
this offensive work. 

Thousands of letters and phone calls to 
the publisher demanding that the offen- 

teZ re * i,hd,aWn pnbfaher 

Islamic 

the UK 0nS ’ m °squesS° r M ^|, m 
-*£ '" London , S „ Ch0 ‘ a ^ ^ 

th C ? legiou s and 0pinion ap a 0rdert0 
he Isla mic^l nd . Un ' v arr a ". a # a,r >st 


"^cti^-^nted—^this 



Ass, 


e mbiy 


on 


of 






21 st October. 1988 


5th November, 1988 


21st November, 1988 


November, 1988 
24th November, 1988 

lst December, 1988 


Sacrilege versus Civility 

Muslim Youth, representing over 500 
Muslim youth organizations the world 
over, condemns the offensive book and 
demands a world ban. 

Hundreds of thousands of Muslims sign 
the petition protesting against the publi¬ 
cation of The Satanic Verses, and calling 
for its withdrawal. Again, the publisher 
pays no heed to the Muslims’ demand. 

The 46-nation Organization of the 
Islamic Conference General Secretariat 
asks member states to take strong action 
against the publisher and the author if 
they fail to withdraw the work. 

Bangladesh bans The Satanic Verses. 

Al-Azhar, the 1,000-year-old most 
venerated Islamic seminary in EgVDt 
brands The Satanic Verses as bias-’ 

coum^ S , ai ! d c CallS ° n the 45 Muslim 

countnes to take concerted action. 


10th D ( 


,ec ember,i 


Sudan bans The Satanic Verses. 

X h nS e \" S T i eS °' a ’" c Ve rses in 
protest. ° Ut ^ ^^ can Muslims’ 

^ massive nro. 

SWaSsS 


,4.hl* cember ’ 

^thPecember- 1 


23rd December. 


28 th December, 1988 

December, 1988 
onwards 


14th January, 1989 


16th January, 1989 
1st February, 1989 


12t h Februj 


ar V,1989 


*-" r 

sier 10 P | gives th e 

Ver* eS - „ v Ge nera •»uh l 3 "' 

official leg actl0 n ag“ 

precluded any 

Usher- , he publisher 

- 

inacc0rd n every British 

Massive P r0tes ‘^ Muslim population 

the p»WicaU on of the 

blasphemous book. 

Muslims in Bradford, Yorkshire (UK) 
burn symbolically a copy of The Satanic 
Verses in order to draw attention to their 
long unacknowledged protest against 
the blasphemous book. The media picks 
on the event without any concern for the 
anguish suffered by the Muslims. 

W-H. Smith, Britain’s biggest bonk 

^ 

Ten C main ' 

in 

u N e the Us ead bythe 
t,n bas sy 






Public demonstrations against the book 
held in almost all major towns in Paki- 
stan. 


13th February. l g 8 g 
14th February. l g 89 


Five Muslim protesters killed and others 
injured in Srinagar, Kashmir, India. 

Ayatollah Khomeini proclaims that 
Salman Rushdie, being an apostate, de¬ 
serves the death penalty. 


15thFebruary. 1989 Big demonstrations outside the British 
Embassy in Tehran. Iran blacklists all 
Penguin/Viking publications. Rushdie 
goes into hiding. 
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26th February - 1989 
27th February . 1989 

1st March 1989 
3rd March, 1989 

4th March, 1989 
7th March, 1989 

13th March, 1989 

l4 th March, 1939 
16th March, 1989 


of A* eI 5>P U 
Thousa nd L w York ag f ^ 

P r 0 te f U TheS“ ,anicVer ■ n calls ° n 

,ion ° f i m delega t,on of State, 

A British M° s ' Min' ster re jects the 
Mr J° hn P3 u e ’howe ver ’ J nt fo r aH 

faiths under 

h»ns The Satan* Ver ses - 

Keny , postage a rally 

More than l0 ^J^%rfes in Dhaka 
agains i H) S About 100 people in- 

procession. 

Mrs. Thatcher, the British Prime Mini- 
ster and Sir Geoffrey Howe, the Foreign 
Secretary, concede that The Satanic 
Verses i s ‘offensive’. 

A big protest rally against The Satanic 
Verses in Istanbul, Turkey. 

Thailand bans The Satanic Verses. 

Iran severs diplomat ties with the UK 
Tanz ania bans The Satanic Verses 

S,nga POreb ansr/j 

StSS&iSi? 








l7thMwd>. I 989 

22nd March, 1989 
28th March, 1989 


1st April, 1989 


27th May, 1989 


29th May, 1989 

15th June,1989 
17th June,1989 


20th June 


,cive demonstration by the Sudan- 
^Muslims m Khartoum against The 
Saiwic Vena. 

Poland decides not to publish The 
Satanic Verses. 

A delegation of Tehrik Tahaffuzi- 
Namoos-i-Risalat, Action Committee in 
Pakistan against The Satanic Verses 
presents a memorandum to the British 
Foreign Secretary for banning the blas¬ 
phemous book. 

The Muslim Institute, London, holds a 
conference on the Rushdie Affair. In his 
keynote address, Dr. Kalim Siddiqui, 
Director, Muslim Institute, defends the 
fatwa and outlines the implications of 
the Rushdie affair for Muslims in Britain. 

A massive demonstration by British 
Muslims organized by the British Muslim 
Action Front in London in protest 
against the blasphemous book. 

Two Labour MPs call for withdrawal of 
the Satanic Verses. 

Venezuela bans The Satanic Verses. 

Aartsout^in C ° Unci ! of Mosques 
against th* *u' nl act ' on programme 

CLty— and "" w,s - 

Muslim Acrion^ 11 C ° Urt grant the 

an ea dier court^nrii 11 eave t0 challenge 
ln 8 to issue sum ln March, refus- 

P r osecution. monses for a private 
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4th 


28th 


11th September, 1989 


j. o* 

" oloey Bf' ,istl Sing 

Bfl nd P rob C Ang' ican 

S^»- Ane of ne 

eS T 

SUm*** ' LO" (lon ' 

. n com 1111 * 1 . petition to 

The ^SchaNa S ^ p r eSsing 
nropo se 0 Commons? 

5» 

revulsion at 

a n the Archbishop Ot- 
TheBBCturnsdow^h Harri son^ 

Runcie’spleatoshelv pr0 . 

particularly'abus^of Iran's lale leader. 

Ayatollah Khomeini. 

The UMO Conference considers the 
continued publication of The Satanic 
Verses as the most important issue facing 
British Muslims. Mr. Neil Thorne, Con¬ 
servative MP, calls for the book to be 
withdrawn. 


servative MP, calls for the bo< 
withdrawn. 

30th September, 1989 Mr AhmaH n 

British tour cantm dS 3 W( 

The ^anic tTTV 01 

meetings j n He addrei 
Leicester n Bradf °rd, gi 
<«*?■ Glas s»». Birrning 


20 th October, I 9 gg 


London. 

A Harris P 0 ii „ 

OUr OUt 0 f 


IS 



Sacnlrp 



}m ^r.l9S9 


16th December, 1989 


8th-I2th January, 
1990 


21stJanuary, 1990 


^February, 1990 
4th Fe bruary, 1990 


irrsus Chffly 

Muslims wantsome kind of action taken 

a^iinst Rushdie. 

Protest rallies by British Muslims against 
£?*«* Verses cont.nue in UK 

towns. 

The Association of Sunni Muslims re- 
affirmsitsdetermination to continue the 
campaign until The Satanic Verses is 
withdrawn. 

Muslims at 1,000 mosques in the UK 
raise their hands in a ‘show of solidarity’ 
for their campaign against The Satanic 
Verses. 

British Muslims representing all parts 
of the country conduct a 5-day vigil out¬ 
side Penguin/Viking offices, London. A 
letter stating their demands delivered to 
Penguin. As in the past, Penguin refuses 
to consider any of these demands. 

A representative meeting of 200 Muslim 
community leaders, held in Coventry 
JE by the International Muslims 
uS '' 0 "’ reSOlves t0 conduct a 

phemousbo m ok a,8n « * he blas ' 

Gwent (Wales! C ° nference held in 

the blasphemy law- to^ver Islam!*' 0 " 

Good S Faith’ ng | ma j,' cious piece, ‘In 

Rushdie claims that hu ,nde P endent > 
“Muslim. hat he has never been 


5th Fc' 


bruary 


7th February. 1990 
10th February, 1990 
16 th February, 1990 


27th February, 1990 


6th March, 1990 

9,h April, 1990 


were 5 leader 5 e a nd 

Rushdie s K ten ients. 

his p . reS me 

stunts- . .-an’ssupre^ 

ag0 against Rusn 

phemouswork. 

Solidarity Day of P y Islama bad, 

l2£5£&. who sacrificed 

their lives in February 1989 while pro 
testing against the publication ot Ine 
Satanic Verses. 

The Council for the British Muslim 
Action Front argues in the London High 
Court for equality in law. It is pointed 
out also that the demonstrations against 

ST«r£f a , iread ^>» 

world. dlfferent Pa«s of the 

^Harris urge 

S Sfort heirp?o eI‘ he Brit ^h Mus 
Pme, Po,e stsover The S^. 
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4U . rv***iti A A *"l piihh*brr r*f 

lr*»r* few miHin^ p,ih| l( 


**** 

:>». Hrrtt^ MimIhh Action f font *crlu 
«c*^«rr^ ,H ' Homm nf i 

M ptr*»f, t»nr W*m afiffnif Htaphrmy 

Rimfi«tt<>. *pr»W^| on Radio 4 
. xp*w* mrpriv that no Muslim hac 
hf*rr pmiraitrd (Of 'threats ayainst 


Aitttrdtiif to a Otallup Poll, published in 
Th< l>ml\ Irlcpraph, the majority <>f 
rrspwloiti* vii\ that Rushdie should 


K ir»oup n| (onservative MIN call on 
ktubdic toeompmmiitc 

lutes lirilisli Muslims 

‘ r,v< W to Ihc House «.| l oids 
JTjy iii‘ii’i mem that tin law „i 
•“I'teim appl.es only 10 Christian. ly 

^ *J*" **‘"tote holds a ainferc-.n o 
u ’1‘«u1oii,hii|| ( kushdu- Affair 

Forc !f n Ministers 

,. ,' n * ,n ( a ' ro Sdopts .1 

c U , ° n . C#,, ' n 8 -*'1 

“‘I* utdudu* Ulc ‘‘ ll ,,e cessai> 
Ha puLsh "" 1 ' sa, 'i"»ns. 

Sanaa bold »>|! company. 

b a ^TS^ u ^*»'urc 10 Iran Mr 
*" ®'iinh Foreign Sec- 



^hrr.lW> 


T4th December, 1990 


-^Detember.i^ 


«•** ?*5> h 

^To‘tR“ <hd,e Hlie<f* i,kS 

fute Rushdie’s 

„ ,„sh Muslim lesde^ r . h Muslim 

~-V,?S 7 S-""T t 

until these demands are met. 

Rushdie claims to have ‘embraced 
Islam in the presence of the Egyptian 
Minister for Awqaf and some Egyptian 
officials Fie says he will not publish the 
paperback edition of The Satanic Verses 
or permit its translation into other 

5 S** mr “* °f /to*" 

T^-Zzr**** 

st*** * .i?,* 18 ** 



r*"“Crr' ° f *> 

of,h ehardbacked lt io n ' ate W ‘ thd 

£ l Smen e U f reme| eader A 

**£ the‘ 

-«S“ Mk >C'K"' a '-fce 

'““’"Wiii, 






ir * *** ptr«rn* »t HiKh.lir 4 

M*««* *^2 f*vftUW official* rrfut^ 
**'•' ?,t * *\ thiil the Hook K not 
1,,,^ * J m urgr* Rushdie to 
***** fhf hufdhici edition of the 

W:;H ‘ Iwvtl 

1 K Action Committee on Ulamk 
111 «Hm Kushd.c ha* not 

jKMfrwtfd iHc central Hmjc of the total 
^ ol the offensive hook and 
^vihai II 1 * hi* religious duly’ 10 do HO 
, r , prriuinc spin * ()i repentance for the 
(tflcncc mused 

In his article ‘Why I Have I mhiaccd 
Wim (The Times). Rushdie insists that 
The Satanu Verses will not he totally 
withdrawn for he cannot Hctiay his 
readers and that it is not a deliberate 
insult to Islam Once again he states that 
the I fvpnan scholars did not regard his 
book as offensive 

Members ot the UK Action Committee 
on Islamic Allans, representing major 
Muslim organizations, institutions and 
scbolais. m a press conference at the 
Islamic C uliural Centre, London view 
Hu latest attempt by Rushdie to 'em- 
Uacc Islam as an apparent ploy to get 
the hook’. They believe that he 
taken no steps to suggest that his 

u »iivrrsion 10 Mam *s genuine and that 
« is not serious!) commuted to renun ing 
ofjcikc being perpetrated through 
iommued publication and circuJa- 
0 1 te samlcgious book worldw ide 
vow to continue their campaign 



SJl*f 

*»<** r .,*» **£ i." 

%** 2 l V*$ D^, 

The Saw* 

n, ' t *® f " l , ra n<la f '° ns ?, heS e would g° 

'BSssfr*- 

1st January, 1991 

An Egyptian government spokesman 
refutes Rushdie s claim of having been 
invited to Egypt as ‘absolutely without 
foundation’. 

4th January, 1991 

Francis Bennion, the author, barrister, 
former Oxford University law lecturer 
and one of the prominent members of 

"° vell « saying he I f from the 

' no ' *«h 
^ committee such a ^ mem bers of 

J 8 l**righ a a , Arnold Wesker 
been an»T ’ , also reports I L Ker ’ 

K ed, «on of 
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M hJ«a ,,r ' |0JI 

i«*” lisa 

in programme of W, w 
in a P 1 ' 0 "^' n Rushdie once again 
h L ;’ , c would not withdraw 77 )e 
insists that n ^ (he book shou , d 
Satanic v* be (he bas j s 0 f a serious 

ren,ain ar " d discussion'. But he offers to 
a " w^a contribution to the families of 

f „ rilled in protest demonstrations 

against'hissacrilegious book in 1989 ‘if a 

fund were set up • 

P l7thJanuar)’.l^l 

In an interview with Akbar S. Ahmad 
(The Guardian, 17th January), Rushdie 
once again evades the real issue of the 
withdrawal of the offensive book by 
offering three ingenious ‘reasons’. He 
wants to meet the members of the UK 
Action Committee on Islamic Affairs to 
‘talk about it’. 

23rd January, 1991 

Mrs. Angela Rumbold, Home Office 
Minister, meets the delegation of the 
UK Action Committee on Islamic Affairs 
and discusses the government’s move ‘to 
find a way forward’ about legal provisions 
for protecting religious sensitivities. 

11th February, 1991 

The Oxford University Press drops the 
plan for inclusion in a forthcoming 
English language teaching book, a ‘too 
sensitive’ and offensive passage from 
Rushdies earlier novel, Midnight’s 
Children. 

14th February, 1991 

Following the recent resumption of 
th P T°T^ atlC re kti° ns between Iran and 
nf p i ? nd Rush die’s reported embrac- 
at n ° n fIs ^ there was a general expect- 
hon in the West that the fatwa would be 

Iranian° n ! ts . secor| d anniversary. The 

Affirmed ;he 0 ;i a a Uth0n,,eS ’ h ° WeVer ’ 
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19,1 

!3th Decem ber ’ 1991 

26th March, 1992 

10th September, 1992 

12th May, 1993 

18th June, 1993 


n sl al 

however. at tacker 

dent.ty ot a t 

shed, , Rushdie S P T^at 

r 

he L0, “ rf>ere ts about jj tl0 n. 

w^ rf ^S iumof S , £'g 

protest by Muslim ^ contrary on 
““Sofofte •embracing' Islam on 

24th December, 1990. 



John Major, British Prime Minister 
meets Rushdie amid strong protest bv 
some Tory MPs and British Muslims 

J-tt ‘CK."" * ■»* 


. n ^nad 

pro $ecut 0r 
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The Islamic Society 
Gnzedale College' 
Lancaster University 
Lancaster 
LA14YW 


(jemanded a prison term totalling two and 
a half yea«. 

crnne 40 people die through inhaling 
*«*»» s 7oke when a protest demonstration 
against the presence of Aziz Nes.n, the 
Turkish translator of the sacrilegious 
book in a Sivas hotel got out of control. 
Aziz Nesin and his friends had gathered 
in Sivas to pay tribute to a 16th-century 
heretic, Abdal Sultan, executed during 
the Ottoman period. Nesin was also 
reported to have told the meeting that ‘the 
reign of the 1,000-year old Qur’an is 
over’. 

Turkish Interior Minister Mehmet 
Gazioglu rebuked Nesin for his ‘negative 
and provocative statements against the 
government and against the faith and 
belief of the people’. An official spokes¬ 
man said they will take legal action after 
studying the text of Aziz Nesin’s 
speech. 


—— v,* uuiuniL vers 

admitted for the first time that he w 
being used’ as a pawn in a wider gam 
However, he called on the G-7 industric 
■zed nations’ summit in Tokyo to ‘era 

h”; 00 r nst action ’ against him ar 



lC h anger* &ry 

thep f?S 

Rushdie s ine 
ie same way as 
attack against 
t other 

-3 in the Muslim world 

book has caused so much 
Islam in the West as The 


bv Viking/Penguin Se P' . has been used in tl 

the West*. LVeeZ no other 

book hascause'd so many deaths and injuries 
as this outrageous publication. And, no u- 
misunderstanding and hostility against Islam — 

Satanic Verses. What should have been seen as a simple issue or 
blasphemy and profanity has been turned into a clash between 
Muslim and Western liberal culture. Ironically, instead of trying 
to understand the offence The Satanic Verses has caused to Islam 
and Muslims and instead of listening to authentic Muslim points 
of view, the entire establishment in the West with a f 
exceptions, has turned against Islam „ L 7’, 7 th 3 feW 
community with all its nfigh „d contemm ^ Muslim 

been seen as a genuine Muslim reaofin 7 What shou *d have 

been misdirected to issue* „r f „7 tl0n of an ger and nrnfpct u . 





SacriW versllS 

hv imam Khomeini issued the fatwa, 
ed serious inju^’ J re |ations with Brita.n and then had 

is essay, "« shall awn F ^ further assess why {he 

i th e Rushdie affa • d (he anger 0 f the Muslim 

tiou of this novel P commun j ty launched and 

“ti^paign against the book and with what conse qu . 


ences. 


The British Muslim Campaign 

Although several reviews appeared in leading British newspap- 
A "... s „ t ,„ ,he book's publication and the author himself 
of its contents on the BBC Network East 


programme, it was not until late September that^ the Muslim 
community in Britain ( 


programme, it was not i- - 

- -- came to appreciate fully the blasphemous 


nature of the work. It was Rushdie’s interview with India Today 
(15th September 1988) that alerted and shocked the Muslim 
community in India. It was they who launched the first movement 
to have the book banned in their own country and it was their 
efforts which turned the book into an international issue. Soon 
the news had travelled to Britain, sending a shock-wave of 
revulsion and indignation among rank and file Muslims up and 
Th< \ Muslim community’s first reaction was 
in thetmdhlonof m ‘ h ' S yCt another Bterary attack on Islam 

But disbelief turned mT lstsan d their medieval predecessors, 
through the excerpts cirr i Tlfu a , nd outra S e when it was seen 
a "d I^a thTS Sfv y MuS ' imor 8 an ' za tions in Britain 
and ridicule Islam and was a deliberate attempt to 
most foul and vulgar manner as im belief and practices in the 
modern literature no matter n ° P reced ent for this in 

'erohelmcd with pain outr a ** an 8 ua 8 e of publication. 
dtCrr^ asse ™bled at th" t ^ nger ’ tlle ,ead ers of the 
what action S ^ ouid reac t to Cul,ural Centre t0 

8nef occasionedV 011 ^ possib| y takf to r °H ' trageous issue ) and 
Wlth an extreme by tfle book’s nuhl.v *° redress their pain and 

ee ° n Islamic AffaiV, ? ctober 1988 the ’UK 
$Was formed to combat the 


^0mm 

protest again repr es n a nding ' y be & , j n any 

telephony c J h government ljc a P°' » epU bIish e {he 

•" '“rrtSw- fW ®i^Suo- 

th eir ‘mistake and a feW days, Vlkltl ; thousands of 

Muslims’grievances. F m protesters a a was 

delayed response was arrogant m the extreme w, rr 

lion of the extent of the injury to Musl.ms feeling To add insu 
to injury they also announced that they planned to translate ana 
Dublish the book in at least nine other languages. Penguin 
:ontinued to refuse to see any Muslim delegation on the issue 


iwhile the book had earned great acclaim from the literati 
ist and was nominated for the prestigious Booker Prize. 
Muslim frustration, bewilderment and anger intensified 

"tinumg insensibility of both the publishers aid ho 
'eminent. But the Mudim „„ Bummers ana tne 

continue .io_ m community resnlv^H 


vernment. But the IV 
continue its campaign 
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cvd The stand which Muslims 
K 0 f Tabari orl „ f Rus hdie's novel is not one 
Muslim" 11 "";; (he publication 1 * ress j 0 n but rather one 
sapped free oTsuch abuse, ridicule and vul gar 
£ nriascs to which Muslims hold sacred and 

jSdffiw lheir ^VsSKscriticized Islam nor 

"Smsa^n'^eSutation of some of its beliefs 
,bai he presented ® scho lars. Orientalists, have been 

^practiceswhichnon-M l^ has de | jberate i y blasphemed 

jomgfot eenwnes baj ised ^ abuse in the form of a 

acainst Islam and shilh^ J „ ed m j n d. He not only abused 

Ws wives, bu, also the 
the Quran, the P ^ comm0 n to Islam, Christianity 
SlfiStfK Sikhs and in so doing did not spare* 
T Queen the British Prime Minister and white women in 
een e ra i Pie iniquitous four-letter word has been used so profusely 
ihat it occurs more than fifty times in the book, and other derisive 
and offensive remarks appear page after page. It is for this reason 
that Muslims consider Rushdie’s book a piece of the most profane 
literature - a religious pornography. 1 The list of offensive sen¬ 
tences and ideas recorded in the book is so long that to record 
and analyse them properly would amount to writing a book the 
size of Rushdie's own. It will be sufficient to discuss some of the 
most flagrant insinuations, innuendoes and abuses hurled against 
the Prophet, some of Islam’s institutions and some of its per¬ 
sonalities. v 

The Sacrilege of The Satanic Verses 

innocent it may^em^^ vf * Dame ^ ata ™ c Verses’ however 
verting that the Qurin knot • 2 grCat blas P hem y> a sacrilege 
non and interpolation as rnH^ 0111116 frorn externaI manipula- 
■nfluenced and manipulated hv q f proclaimed but that it was 
^^° tof Muslim belief tha/th^n 0, J he accusati on cuts at the 
to th° p Feserved in the same lano ^ an * S . tbe un ^ ue revelation 
yearslpn 0 ^ 61 throu gh the aJnr^? nddictionaswas revealed 
' ^ unalloyed by any in f e ^, ° f f the Angel Gabriel 1400 

raal,CI0US ^ of change or editing. 

Verses was initiated by 




at d Jto 


persP eCt ' S 1 

of a ai jslea h d Sata n lS c { the °.| e to 

<S3fc aSVsS* *S 


Sm «'-' , 3 e ioUS s' 0 !’’ recited^- fea i i» ^ ' on e 

?*k&***J& 

K Son .he 

Italian Caetam and the Briton Joh foundation Ordinary 

the story as pure fabrication and without , ^ 

readers in the West who have no knowledge about the Story CIO 
not realize that Rushdie by naming his novel The Satanic Verses 
has tried to kill, as it were, two birds with one stone - firstly, to 
discredit the Prophet and secondly, to make Muslims question 
their belief in the authenticity of the Qur’an, and so undermine 

fkelat ofRmhdilT; " " eedsan ingenious but malicious mind 
that of Rushdie s to conjure up a plot like this! 

Abuse against the Prophet’s r„ m „ • 

r k,r P 'companions (Sahaba) 

o ttheSatanic 

Islamw m M h*’ as a 

> he ‘ n 0%. b ut in liadt fr ascrib ashe CSP te 
S alsoa PPt v d ed to realSe c^^rding t ^ e ^braced 
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S*cril & 1 

• js up the scenar ' o: 

hn « Rushdie hw c s - tec j a verse in which 

llself n " ! ,, at lf ^^ill-knowing’ I would write, 
u " klhl wriMs s,,W '* W "^he point: Mahound did not 
«%£#**■ H^here I was, actually writing the 
£polluting the word of God with 


n Tk or it-wnung. “J 1 

pio fane ,'TnS a bigger thing. He said Christian 

■ novt time I changed ^ currlv: how could hr 


S' the next time that, surely; how could he 

, wrote down Jen' chapter he nodded and thanked 

not’Butwhen i^KTofhfa tent with tears in my eyes 
me politely, and l wem g 

(pp. 367-8)- 

... j ...jth the Prophet and Islamic Shari a, so asserts 
p^d fsXa t PersianVcane an apostate, went back to 
^hedonistic metropolis of Miliyya and launched a bitter 
ideoloeical assault on Islam. For example Rushdie asserts that 
Salman narrated his experience with the Prophet to the anti-Is- 
lamic poet Baal, saying: ‘Mahound had no time for scruples . . . 
no qualms about ends and means’ that ‘the closer you are to a 
conjurer, the easier to spot the trick’ (p. 363) and again Mahound 
‘laid down the law and the angel would confirm it afterwards’ (p. 
365). Rushdie regards the rules of Islamic law as ‘revelations of 
convenience’ (p. 365) with bizarre and obnoxious statements like 
sodomy and the missionary position were approved of by the 
archangel, whereas the forbidden postures included all those in 
which die female was on top’ (p. 364). What further proof do we 
need of a deranged and perverted mind! 

B.lalthe he A^ dlng ^ 0m P an ^ 0n an d the first Muezzin of Islam, 
ZiSST n has b l en abused as ‘ scum ’> enormous 
-a bu eZo^r’ W1,h 3 V0ice t0 match Ws size’ (p. 101) 
Company Rushdie ab ^ othe ^ 
trinity of scum tLtbunr-h’ Bilal and Salman, as ‘this 

and , attacR 
be upon him) himself. Not only 
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^ pe rsp eC "'’‘ hing 

rhe^ m 0 f d.stihgfpevi'Aour 

. as incaP abl a e ,ion f r0dl e 

fi5*» * J5 »*£3! 

isfv his lust and wnu hjm aS the 

jscuous conduct. ^ prophet, den A one of the 

shdie further ri ic hound, is f° un whispering in 

essman-turned-p ophet, M Ther£ js a voice wh.spe 6 

1’S great religions, ana . u nn -or-mouse? IP* 

ar : ‘what kind of idea are y° • . fes j see no difference 

3 alleged to have said: writers ’. sed 0 f lying 

( P . 392). At another p ace the Propnet g , bursting 

d and unconscious in the tent of Hi , u: 

ache’. Hind ‘sits close to him on the bed . . . and strokes 
’ (pp. 119-21). When he asked Hind how he happened to 
ere, Hind answered: ‘I was walking the city streets last night, 
ed, to see the festivities, and what should I stumble over but 
unconscious body? Like a drunk in the gutter, Mahound. I 
my servants for a litter and brought you home’ (d 120) 
another sensuous scene, Hind is shown lickine the Prnnhot' 
in excessive, sensual adoration’ (n 374) S u F het S 
ibed as wrestling with Gibreel in th* ^ Rr0 P bet ls also 
Jd and intimate description (n not tk ^ naked > with 

J half-white in a year’ < ° T an ^ vv °men that ‘th ’ a ^ er the 

het, saying:‘He we m fo P ' 36 (?' Rus hdie f Ur th ey . tUrned his 

:vef alotheroffc " SO| heo ne hi °° ^Une hiv, nk ° f hls 
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SocriW "** Ci " m ' 

, -nnteniporary arch-enemies, the 
... , he Prophet* con . / sa id he was possessed of 
It is t^ that ca ,| ed him a ' fetjan detractors applied 
po'ythef °L N ; n d that the me*e' ' Rushdje with his obscenity, 

jinn andmsa^. epithets to him, u surpassed them all. 

a#** t inmnsi , y° fh u 'la tacks on the life of , he 
vu ***^ndefi whether these « hist0 ry, albeit from a 

glovedProphetareanattemp jfl one of his earlier 

fecular “ J, deIjbera , e effort to injure Muslims’ 

imenie^. or whether it is , oience and desperat e reactions, 
feelings and incite them a ma|icjous st ory published in a 
Rushdie must have knov Herald, in December 1986, 

Bangalore newspaper, direct reference to th 

end ^-Muhammad the IdiotoW.ce ^ ^ resu]ting |n (he 

Prophet caused P Indja The mere fact t h a t the name 
iThammadwas used fn the fiction for the deaf mute boy and he 
! “s toher called an idiot was enough to rouse the feelings of 

ordinary Muslims who overwhelmed with anger and outrage did 

not hesitate to sacrifice their lives in order to protect the dignity 
and honour of the Prophet. Rushdie should also know that in 
India again, as early as 1924, the person responsible for publishing 
a blasphemous and provocative book in Urdu entitled Rangila 
Rasul (The Licentious Prophet) was murdered in the courtroom 
by an illiterate Muslim, Ghazi Ilmuddin, who sacrificed his life 
to save the honour of the Prophet and who proudly embraced a 
death sentence issued by the then British administration. 3 

Rushdie should also have known that some 50 years ago, when 
the British historian, H.G. Wells, depicted an unflattering portrait 

D bt e h e d r ?n P iQ 99 in Shon History °f the World (originally 
wavwmlri?^ D d S n , nted ^ Pen g uin in 1946) not in any 
and resentment 6 in Se M* 6 r blasphemy ’ jt occasioned great fury 
not only in London h. f ^ S lm wor ^- Protest rallies were held 
(Kampala) and demand ^ ^ ombasa > Nairobi) and Uganda 
British Empire. Muslim! ^ made t0 ban * throughout the 
manded the severe punishm S S P * scator i 4 informs us, ‘de- 

re,| gi°us sensibilities of million 1 ! f D - autbor f° r offending the 

Peawfui people’. The Muslim/° f BntlSh sub J ects > and otherwise 
at .he ’ the ,hen Secretary of stT^ d ' d n0t subside until Lord 
•"jury caused to Muslims bv tlf* In k dia ’ ex P ressed regrets 
Ims the publication of the book. 
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vtritb.thfp f^rthe 


rC hes an .forttir 13 


.trag^ 

»d 0" una ;e *» ths 

d in sn"ffl«ds '"“ ‘..rtyiJW" 

;.d ‘SleSlin If^'ininry w g if U*jSd 


is mo,e irop 

SJ£n";eli«d»f"’“''“ 0P ' 


Abuse against the Prophet’s Family mQSt vulgar ways, 

Rushdie not only re SShef S ^ves in the most shamefui an 
but also portrays the Prophet i according to Qur am 

indecent manner. The rop Faithful’ and are respected by 
parlance, are the ‘Mothers c. he FaithM an^ gy caUing 

Muslims in the same way that the V p D IK hdie on 

the brothel a ‘curtain’ and locating it in the RusMie p 

the one hand, ridicules the Islamic tradition of Hijab (Muslim 
women’s dress) and on the other, defiles the sanctity of the Ka’ba, 
the House of God, the symbol of Muslim unity, towards which 
Muslims the world over face in their five daily prayers. Rushdie 
compounds the blasphemy by giving the prostitutes the names of 

swsjrb;.“ r- ou, M s ™„° m 

Mothers of the Faithful: W ’ ° ne ^ one > be abuses the 

Sin'' *Z*^g*> ‘hat the whores of The 

W wal e e s m w “ 

*' inr " who2 e was 

ct) arms - tt f ner out for k 
he <?£ 


Story 
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the same day, 
C'wliore ‘Hafsair grew 
an d as the twelve entered 
in the brothel came 


j Avesha. on 
and 


S^SE* 'rfSUosque; ‘Ayesha’ 

,„.e the ^itical cliqu* * ‘ , d in constant, petty nvalnes 
h'rc'ample- en ^ re s who had always been 
■ inJ H- '!t two haughtiest ’ and who had chosen for 

a - £ '"1, n b.t stuck-up by the 1 jdentities , becoming ‘Umm 
'^wuhemostanswcrat sn00ties t of them all, 
22S U* Makhzum l; he eleventh wife of Mahound, 
■R mlalt'- whose T/f k «mbel and Hind. And there was 

, ia ‘ s ,he daughter of Abu S lJuwainyah - ; named after the 

a -U inahhintJ*Wj“ expe dition, and a ‘Rehana the 
bnde captured on a "J. and> m0 st erotic of all the 
Jew’. a ' Safia an£ | a rfc ^ s she refused to teach to competitive 
whores, who kne E „ ypt i an , ‘Mary the Copt’. Strangest 

’Ayesha: the«' ^7 ho had taken the name of ‘Zainab bint 
Khuza'imalt^knowing that this wife of Mahound had recently 
died (pp. 381-2). 

Rushdie also ridicules the sacred act of tawdf in the Hajj and 
Vmra by S a>ring the clients ‘curled around the innermost courtyard 
of the brothel rotating about its centrally positioned fountain of 
love much as pilgrims rotated for other reasons around the ancient 
pillar of stone’ (p. 381). Can one think of anything more 
outrageous in its profanity than the book Rushdie has produced, 
considered by some as a specimen of fine literature worthy of 
receiving the highest literary award, the Booker Prize? When 
Muslims protest at such profanity and abuse they become reactio¬ 
nary. fundamentalist and uncivilized, yet if Rushdie vomits such 
profligacy he becomes a champion of freedom of expression. What 
a unique pronouncement of Western secular liberalism! 

Abuse against Islamic Institutions 

which relatedto^everv d»° R , U L hdi , e ,' S a J umbled U P set of rules 
his face to the wind' T lh , lng ’ a man farts, let him turn 
Purpose of cleaning nL’u a u bout wbicb band to use for tlie 
"' ng ° nes beh '" d The revelation - the 
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eccentrics th ^ shjng a rms, legS ’ b cyc ] e of ' vater 3 obt ain hajdl 
their kn ® es ’ P beginning agam ohter jng the animal ° b jailed 

characters in the novel the names Ayyflb i (as Saladin 

Farishta) and the Muslim he . meaning a sycophant, a 
Chamcha) albeit in a derogatory form meanngasy F 
spoony. (It is to be noted that the Angel Jibnl is one or me 
leading-most angels responsible for bringing down the revelatio 
to all the Prophets, and Salahuddin Ayyubi is the great champion 
of Islamic Jihad who defeated the Crusaders and liberated the 
Masjid Al-Aqsa from the Christians.) However, they cannot 
forgive the gratuitous and obscene attack on the life of the 
Prophet, his family and Companions 

H.nif Qureshi, h, re " £‘5E£| , ‘“* Ali and 

solidarity and unison It is nnt c d Wb 0ne VOlc e, with great 
Muslim like Dr 7aki r V S 00 sur P r| smg that an rm ° ,^ reat 

So essor Ali Ma ? n, a a ghte r’. f ‘S lm ‘! r w ° rs e to U.5 rther hold 


' ana£, ta » N “ hola r 
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SacriW' , . . , 

• in Rushdie s book: It s as 

.„ a , h emv«> nlal "'“ e n, shout the private parts 
. „„is<*’ lh0 h „Ld« brillian , P market place to recite that 
&**£&« - cone Who invariably laughed at the 
^ is ^^i" ofs,rang ^/!enitalia - and he's taking 
about his p ar j n n ; his g spirit that Shabbir Akhtar 

hiX*"-'**££*<&** b >- Rushdie>s book 

0100 Anv Muslim who / t fn be a Muslim.’ 8 

on account of the f acM b ^ MerryI W yn Davies 
T. simile tone. Ziaud ^ ducing the Prophet to a caricature, 
ohhced to " nte ^ of an object of fear and loathing, by 
cm Mioim ,h 7. eR , unn ah in the most vicious and violent 
abusing M® *l e d ,odestroy the sanctity of the Prophet as a 
manner, he has men ^ he has personally assaulted 
■ believing Muslim man and womanP (italics 

ts dear from the above that it is not freedom of expression 
or fr dom to question or even freedom to criticize or offend that 
Muslims are objecting to. It is rather the sheer slander, the abuse, 
the use of obscene and foul language, and the outrageous liberties 
which Rushdie has taken with Islam and its Prophet that has 
distressed and outraged Muslims. This is what has compelled them 
to take their oum desperate steps of protest. It is in the nature of 
their faith that Muslims must not abuse or injure the feelings of 
others, nor should they tolerate any provocative and obnoxious 
attack on the person of the Prophet, his family members and his 
Companions. The love of the Prophet is not only the main criteria 
of Iman (faith), it is the raison d’etre for the existence of every 
Muslim. The Prophet is not loved superficially by paying lip 

SSS£Z (,he way of ,ife) is internalized ^ every 

'migratib^metamorDhn 51 '' 1 ^ ^' 116 ' 1 t0 Write 0n the tfleme of 
»d Bombay’, whv^did ho d ' V ' ded Selves ’ ,ove > death > London 
gnomic Verses'? Whi' a,a h P r0V0 ’J at ' ve ly name the book ‘The 
nil >e chapters to an Islamic dj* F T, q ' Says ’ devote six out of 

rea l Islamic characters onlv th-T jl S am ‘ c sym * 50 *' sm and w ‘ t * 1 

*" ** absurd? W hy d,s g ui ^ d by a mix of fantasy 

of e "° gator Y anonym coinpT POU L nd tbe blasphemy by using 
0f Mah °und fo/ ,he y p r0Dh " d ' n u the Eur °P eaa Middle Ages, 
Phet M “hammad which by his own 



persp eC "' n n?i° C° ll ' ( i|se 

TheH ,,sli ' n rafl dd fi Wh3 tlie 

mm 

inder hurts the w* d tnV ial b° 0K ’ 
not simply a rambling a with ma ,i- 


der nuiw d trivial 

,ot simply a ram . It w ith mall- 

idie’s stratagem for , pre f„ nf) Lecifically, about Islam 

nonotheism, prophethood j jinits 0 f 

rophet, without having to acknowledg 
, respect for the sensitivity of others or the co P _ J 
torical record. Most of all, the dream stratagem enables 
av a game with historical fact, spicing the novel with a 
ency of historical detail to establish his credentials 
ing to be responsible to accuracy, or honesty, in 
s facts.’ 11 

I that the sequences Muslims found so objectionable 
,rl Pe " ed .. m . dr p eams ‘° a character suffering a 


yvucu m areams to a character suffering 9 
down. But one wonders if ^ 

'ristian and Jewish believers and thT f' h 'u gS had 
3uld b e stomached? Would th fa ‘ ths ’ how 

the name of freedom of exme ^ let the m g 0 
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StcriW 1 • , • 

Mazrui puts it admirably; 

, -net? A$ prof f^ which ones of the leading 
i the right to blaspheme 


the' 

It WtH 1 V 

rid" 5of Spared' 0 g ive su f C j X presston? Why then, one may 
'f.he ncht 10 ^"afferent yardstick 7 When a fictional 
w*f ',a im judeed hy a *** ll'Lla’ is released in Pakistan 
television, why is there 


f^^reques'ed to be s .^. w " t "why did the distributor have to 
^ a hue and ciy against U J j( , ake seve ral months 

,he ,Weo l 1 ", V K V’ ? 

win his ngm _ ^ the management of London s 


for him to v in iyo/ , tut »*«**-&- 0 

noi true that not long g ^ ^ |[)e pr0(ests of some members 
Rova! Court Theatr d itsp i an t0 stage Jim Allen's 

o(the Jewish w ®.T”'^J, a one( j t he account of the Holocaust and 
inured the'fwlines of the Jewish community? 1 ^ Have the present 
directors and administrators of Penguin publishing house forgot- 
ten that a whole Penguin edition of the French cartoonist Sines’ 
book Massacre was literally burned by Allen Lane, one of 
Penguin’s former chiefs, and declared out of print, as soon as he 
was'told the book was regarded as blasphemous and offensive? 14 
Why is it then, one may ask, when Penguin’s Indian literary 
referee. Mr. Khushwant Singh, who is not a Muslim, let alone a 
fundamentalist, advised Penguin about the lethal nature of The 
Satanic Verses and recommended that it not be published, and if 
The Independent's report is to be believed some British referees 
also endorsed this view, Viking/Penguin published this book? Is 

woridifi.hn 15 °” erule / 0rIslamand another for th e non-Islamic 
bvilitv Prnf'fni, 3 ?? arconcern an d supporting the voices of 
diversity, as early as 2nd 
in The Times made the f if ™ cam P a ‘8 n was in its early stages, 
of blasphemy that rtL T 8 mcisive com ments: ‘In the case 
^^icfc£ s £a p ° H f H is strictly untrue. We 
f°r contemplating remediev n, at aw; we ‘h en chide them 
shuiT n: 10 Muslims, suffering V*’ F ° r Christians, the courts 
TTie'lu a , stra I 1 8 e way to shovv thp e R tlC * l i. grievances ’ they are 
s °methin« US ImS demand to withH Bntl ? b sense o{ fair P la y-’ 

8 “"reasonable or unn ^T the fll 'hy book is not 
unprecedented in civilized history. 


The 


t4us ,im 


a n i 

mmm 

%eTby compassion, Ration >sn£*?, hft 

”“ s ‘ a,i0 


CZ: < he 

fr the law. The junglei b ' fflUS t also 

want the . free n d r w ithout yelping- free dom to fee 1 
ution of the jung ma tched by th are bullies- 

SgSrtSS misleading banner of 

; „ wonder .hat th, final ,1 woridAssoci 8 

raph in the international PEN Charter of the World ASSOCl 

of Writers clearly holds: ‘And since freedom implies 
tary restraint, members pledge themselves to oppose such 
)f a free press as mendacious publication, deliberate false- 
and distortion of facts for political and personal ends.’ 
ps keeping this principle in view, Michael Ignatieff once 

" ot a h0 ‘y belief - nor even a supreme 
• • It is in this vein that Shabbir Akhtar jkFpH 
the secular clergy have the Lht m . *? ^ Uestl0n: 
i as an absolute value overriding 111 “ n0nise freedom of 

rele,ant c °nsid- 

o e ran ge of restrictions on 25 he ne 8 at >ve. Otherwise 

^ d ?; e Se p r ht ’ "£*£££■ uk ««* as 

ous ad vert,seme n ;'| te " eCtUal Propertf !?, ° f trad e, 
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i -vision, burning of loads of 

R „ m h ,»**' iVvvn. 

,,v,|,|v .mil t.’inv, nilH'Ill 

' W'csl. In bill such restric- 
not ."lb "• nininmin law mid 
"•^SSI" society. One .-I the recent 
** .', ,. 0,1 anil P 1 ' 1Kl „ n ate. Robert Maxwell. j n 

'vT'si •* p " hl ' shm fiomL and blasphemous book, 
‘2’T vtW *M W ' 01 a V TH C hook was supposed to b e a 
fflU*** SSnnts that offensively described God 
^nrrswd M b s (oj|c ,. T his was not only offensive 
, i Nisiap ir “*** bul a | s0 ,o Muslims and any believer 
God However, in this case, a letter of 
^^thc Eunfclical Alliance was sufficient for Robert 
Fleetway. one of his publishing companies, to 
enure stock and redress the grievance of the Christian 
1. 'The recent controversy over American Psycho, the latest 
B H hllis. offending feminists in the United States, is 
, n point One of the great champions of free speech 
«nd supporters of Salman Rushdie, astonishingly, Fay Weldon 
,v*uk! no! help voiang her protest against this offensive book. The 
pcfvxpmc comments of James Tweed on Robert Maxwell’s 
•aimentth to withdraw the offensive book by G. Ennis without 
tosor commcni and the intransigent attitude of Viking/Penguin 
atv'u! withdrawing Rushdie’s most outrageous book is worth 
mentioning 

•Tk Evangelical Alliance’s letter could just as easily have been 
written In Muslim leaders about The Satanic Verses. What would 

R^^ubther^ nderS ’ ^ R ° bert MaXWdI h3d been SaIman 

T k British Media and the Muslims 

P^iiidr. with SLil— and the British media in 
^ns! Muslims and tool »£ d ° S l a ver y negative game 

5^ old scores In US dle sa g a as a golden opportunity 
^ «f decency and vied I! !k Z,n ^ ^ am they exceeded all 

r ™>«i^n, P ^“I e con ) ur ing up'ali ° th , er in P aintin S an 
the Crusad es Ik le ^“ch-maligned images 
ra ge against Islam, as Bhikhu 


jm **** ,vr \ n S iHi^ 

8* M 'r hate-fi |lcd W s book 

$ Q r a . \Ves ] t. J 1 ,, caCfl^® ^athl^ 

; s /uff ,lt f' c( ) aga' ns inst Islam •' jnS t the tilT , e s sC 

&«. gSw «' 10 was 


j-a -s£ IS-- 


case, li is '£ ions 0 f the media a" u “ ' dford Council ^ 
staged by certai , n (however, the Naturally the 

s^r2£ir 

vicious comments comparing Muslims wr ‘bloodthirsty 

as 'barbarians', ‘uncivilized , fanatics, ignoran medja 

bigots’ and ‘medieval fundamentalists. The P P 
knew very well that the Muslims’ act of bunting a copy of The 
Satanic Verses bore no resemblance to the Nazi burning of libraries 
and harassment of intellectuals and it was more in the nature of a 
desperate attempt to draw the attention of the media than an act of 
intolerance; they did not show any let-up in their campaign of 
vilification and denunciation of Islam and Muslims It was painfull v 

media were frustrated. Both the tabloid he P nnt an d electronic 

S'«‘ ng the Muslims, accusing them qi f 31t ^ papers joined 

" h "“ d a crusading omrat" ; 1 ^ 1 '’ in thd words of Mm° U 1 t0,erate 
Peech’,24 ***** ^ Muslim desecml * M / llSe R uthven 

as^sssass 


‘shared 
free speech’ 
calumnies 
article 
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. ,o,h March. 1989), for example, 

sggg-tfr.*---*** 

***£+ display- • correspondent of The 

^ *J£ky. *■* *£ std8that the paradox of Islam 

- but i( does r know 

r fX a kw« ^ He did not hesitate to give a fatwa on 
L w be a minonty; H« need (0 be ab!e to incorporate into 
British Muslims. tolerance the Western (and by 

Hkt Islamic tradition or r s compel a man against his 

„7meansun-Islamic)pnnc^te rhjsreljgjous (hought j$ 


no means “""'f for his religiotis thought, is one of 

I ""^""hhnnent of crimes. Once past that watershed, Islam 
JT £ Mure as a Western religion. If not, it has no future 

Tapjata example of the madness shown by the self-ap- 
Jrtedstandard-bearers of 'reason’, ‘tolerance and objectivity’ 
istroified in The Times editorial ‘A Greater Evil (6th February, 
1990). Apart from accusing in a hysterical tone the Muslim 
campaign leaders of acting on behalf of ‘foreign (read Iran) 
paymasters’ it goads the British government with all the urgency 
at its command to stiffen immediately laws for punishing the 
Muslim campaigners. Since even this would not placate the hurt 
ego and the suggested legislation might take some time, here is 
the interim solution offered without any qualms of conscience: 
•Meanwhile any Muslim troublemaker without full British citizen¬ 
ship should be expelled from the country.’ 

Not surprisingly, the editorial contains not a single reference 
to the outraged Muslim sensitivities. 

(25^ a jidt rli i9^ t0rial, . Race ’ m % ionand Rushdie’, The Times 
Muslims. pronouncedthe^ohow’ Ieai ?. ln ^ English for British 

should know their kora • ° w,n 8 edict: ‘British Muslim children 
fair Shakespeare' fitai,Vc^°.^ 0U A rSe . , , b . l ! t the y should also know 

i were not 


lheir Shakespeare' (italics nm-c* a , , uul me y siiould ai 
8°ing to the same school* fnli™ ■ As lf Muslim children 
as one of the core subjects ° WI1 ^ same s yNabus wit! 

About the Muslim d 

neh/ Th f s<nank toil\ ab . an , donin g the paperback 

indent (6th February iqqn? ded lma 8 er y employed in 
’’ WU 1 ls worth noting: ‘Without 


,^$00; 

rt^hPft l>t . Ol 

iment f 



ie nVia . e e0 vernm ent , s ‘reside; 1 y jj m urn 11 8 0 reas 

SSsSSSfasaPfe oi soch 

"accommodate J eir * 98 ( 9) , Needle^ t0 f fascis iTi too- ^ 

t hesitate in comparing vin dictive agency f the 

_r n i,inrr ill SPCUlaf Britain. . , u/ns its 


than staying in secular Bllta ‘ n , Britjsh Muslims was its 

me with the media assaul , nf Canterbury, for 

ing of Dr. Runcie, the then Archbishop of Lantero y, 

peal to the BBC to not show Harrison soffensive 
;mous Banquet’. The Daily Telegraph (11th August, 1989) 
ick to exhort Dr. Runcie that the Church ‘cannot in any 
;tances counsel accommodation with evil’ (read the British 
is’ protest against The Satanic Verses). 
nst this backdrop how ironic looks this patently self-decep- 
itement: ‘tolerance is now the prevailing code of West 
a society (The Independent, 20th July 1989) Fnr u 
can reconcile this flaunted soir t nf l,' F ° f Wh ° 
Stone’s impassioned war crv tL L°[ . t0 erance with 

M » dl is 'he enemy 

an get. The world as a uv. 1 n ^’ we need all 

these hysterical p iecp * pA ’ 19th Feb- 

delirious wm;„ Peces Pale im„ • . 



“ rious writings of p S Pale '"to ins-Wr 
be,ter k nown ?! ay Weldon " n 8mf,ca nce as on. 






, , r abuse uttered with mindless 
thil , 8 short o^eldon as instances m point: 
falls i'" ll "' ^ c cr r tsfrt’ n , js not a poem on which 
' ,l1 ; , v T»kf •£*, for n o-tlK> u |J ' iase d. It forbids change, 
t or /! or even art. for fear of treading on 

aooct) s’" ^.knowledge 0 ® , [ves wea pons and strength 
S Vtoes complaint [is] against the God 

Allah ssrs-t” My gre" and occaS ional forgiveness, 

io(he of vengeance,* * Koran> the extraordinary 
>" % l terror and <h rea ' n Jj ssio n to hate the unbeliever. 

gi, piece of poe.ry, doe, 
totaie’fFaj Weldon, Socred 

wrcddiv enoughjvep I989 ). 

Coos. London. Cliatto <x ^ fu|| of venom an d rancour one 

I„ a similar crusading 198 9) screaming abo ut the 

can seethe/)ai/v*‘ I ( e (he wor id getting sick of the 
Ayatollah in foul I i$ g (he d j sgus tj n g foam-flecked lips 

ranting thatpours P js Mus i im c | eric is stark 

rartns mad °And mon^dangerous tin a rabid dog. Surely the 
3y is that millions of his misguided and equally potty 
followers believe every word of hatred he hisses through those 
yellow-stained teeth. The terrifying thing is not that a lot of these 
crackpots actually live here among us in Britain, but that we are 
actually becoming frightened of them. The whole thing is crazy. 
And it has to stop.’ 

To conclude this discussion it will not be inappropriate to quote 
a paragraph from Prof. Bhikhu Parekh’s insightful and perceptive 
evaluation of ‘The Rushdie Affair and the British Press’: ‘As 
happens so often in “tribal” England’, he commented, ‘it [the 
national press] instinctively ganged up against the Muslims, 
and morally bludgeoning them into 
a journalist ^ severa [ honourable exceptions, the racism of many 
protest, which thev 6 ° W the surface - They attacked not just the 
community as barbariT^ C1 J. tltlecl t0 . c ! 0 ’ hut the entire Muslim 
uidely used and nevp 1° c ^ zens of a civilized society, 
kcame a popularly accented defined term “fundamentalism” 
queraded itself. Catholi /1 • ^ uise un ^er which racism mas- 
J’ ere acceptable, but not luTr* and ^ n 8 ,ican fundamentalism 
dls approved of sexual Derm ™' ^ parent who 

permissiveness, mixed sports or girls 
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. PersP eCtlV ust. 1 

s P eak nded to become fgg 

has tC asno except' 00 ’ 

a ffa,r t o Islam matically 

f Rushdie’s ‘Convert Rushdie ^ pti an 

The SWr - a Eve, 24th December of ** E ^p r . 

had filtered through aDDar ently assured h res olved to 

M* E .he —« * , r h country 

fatwa could be lirteo at . d rs up and down u* 

Rushdie's satisfaction. Mos ^ usprop aganda’ and as an attempt 

denounced this report as malicious pr p 6 

to dent Muslim unity. _Uv’cHpmand a Harley 

However, following the Muslim commum y d 

Street dentist, Dr. Hesham el-Essawy, emerged from hiding an 
claimed in the newspapers that he had had a very interesting and 
frank discussion with Mr. Rushdie over the telephone and that 
Mr. Rushdie’s views about Islam had undergone considerable 
change. It was Dr. el-Essawy who prompted Rushdie to embrace 
Islam and set up the ‘stage’ in which two Egyptian Imams of 

secretary of the Egyptian Embassv in r a BadaWI ’ the ^t 

Islamic Cul ural cl„, General °f the Central M Mu 8 hra m 

* ctl °n Committee on iT^ 1 ’being the Cerem ony’ j n 
.etng the headquarter ol a t u 1C A Affa irs and the T™ of the U K 

Unters igned by 
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,l,c EgyP ,ian Secretary 
,i His Ex , a nf the Supreme Council 

■^SSS-rt'Dr ^ mmd AH Mah8 ° Ub ’ 31 
fSP lslamifSfl '°ler* n0 °° d bU ‘ A " ah and th 


up oi -. |here is no God but Allah and that 

>• w’ h amS *^toMgree with any statement in my 
, To declare that I ° utterec j by any of the characters 
- novel The Muha mmad or who cast aspersions 

" hoinS , U " „r X question the authenttcity of the Holy 
"P 0 " Wam °hn reject the divinity of Allah. 

Qur an, or who rej (he paper back edition of The 

3. 1 unde T " nr to permit any further agreements for 
Ration Wo other languages, while any risk of further 

PTJaI* to work for a better understar 


Ration into other languages, 

,tllcon»e to work for a better understanding 
' m'the world, as I have always attempted todo in the 

„a.rnnm, a lcircumstances, Muslims would have rej 


ding of Islam 
i the past.’ 


Under normal circumstances, Muslims would have rejoiced at 
Rushdie's return to Islam and at seeing a conclusion to this painful 
episode. Indeed, the Muslim community initially welcomed the 
news, regarding it as a step in the right direction, but soon their 
joy turned into dismay when they discovered that there was no 
mention of the hardback edition of the offensive book and that 
the statement regarding the non-publication of the paperback 
edition was hedged round an ingenious ploy - ‘while any risk of 
further offence exists’. Their dismay was further heightened when 
they saw Rushdie not only defending the hardback edition of The 
but /xT ,S0 givin 8 a com P le tely false statement on 
effect rhaf a* 51 ? NeWS 3t Nine ’ 24th Decem ber, 1990) to the 
as offensive ^ USbm schoia rs did not regard his book 

scholars’ regard Rushdi^ K^ 3 / n0t 0nly t ^ 10se same Muslim 
2,50 asked him durinp th S °° k 3S offensive, but that they 
toe hardback edition as uJ| 0U Lj Se ttleir meet ing to withdraw 
n °i withdraw the book : , He lied t0 them > sa Y in g he could 

ESj* and he hadno mnf ? tS Within the domain of the 

1 Ja malMannaAliSolaim° °I Cr * ts sa ^ e and distribution. 

an ’ Chief Imam of the Central 
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in the same n* , s | am . that he >< d that 

about His c . 0 "* e f iong-w inded a J h relig'O 11 * f a 'p e rhaps tJ lS 
•Yes’, he replied engageffl 6 "*J t s of I s,arn ' the Rushd' e 

,Uith *« “"f’rtairw 0 * 2 " 0 *L r , 1990) 

GS <SSSSS^f*!St 5 -*> T' 

» rg Conversion'^ not •ff^fpSthed 

SSS!SSS?‘-r?ft * 


December) in 

lay ^ e ' Fnd th’the title ‘Why I have 
e form of a clarification in The Times vn _ his 


Faced by criticism **—* - 
apology’ the following day (■ 


e Ka clarification inshowed his 
nbraced Islam . Once again h p y , . pv^r-essed 

istery of jugglery, and repeated the same lies he ha P 
television. In short, he showed no remorse at the offence 
used by the publication of his sacrilegious book. He tried to 
pe the readers once again by saying that ‘ The Satanic Verses 
is never intended as an insult; that the story of Gibreel is a 
table of how a man can be destroyed by the loss of faith’. And 

Z;>v e S ’ X SChol f s a J nd 1 agreed that the controversy of The 

Understanding, Y and we 

or my work have ever been inimical foir^ 6 ' 6 that neither 

beS” h 7-'ns readers 
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•'*'’**' ' , „i.Muslimun, the weekly 

fffS pon den, ^/jg,h Jan “ary, 1991, issue 
, ,.)i Ara hia l , ..,oH>hlforwai 


„ F,,r 1 '-'"! "I'm* Arahli 'H straightforward answers 
Fa*’".:' je.ir-c>h ^ d he J d embraced Islam, 

^ e " ,er „ded and apologetic answers and 
\ aocsKons aht ** |onp-« ,n t dt r. was in any way offensive, 
that the bo° from c i rcu l a tion but 
£**££5 to through writing the sacrilegi. 

He" l ’ ,, ’ n tmniit>i« edan r £ ^th great hope, came to meet a 

ss&zss*. shockedand ppo,nted t0 

trfe n ” n i. n R ,"andapostate Rus . hd ! e the benefit of the doubt in his 
become crystal c,ear 
-Sdi-r^S a dual game on the one hand, 
,M Rushdie intended to p y ^ ^ assorte d group of secu|ar 
£king to P'f : l ” i ^drawing the hardback edition, and on 
intellectuals, by not «it ,» ng not t0 publish the paperback 

tiie other the Muslims. ) P ofh | soffensjve book H|s f rie nds, 
edition and further t . Badawj h aV e both (o|d Muslims, that 

Hesharnel-Essa»y , embracing Isiam ' nullifies his past sins, 
Sdk to not become ‘pure’ and that moreover he has made 
l monetary sacrifice, £4-5 million, by undertaking not to 
publish the paperback edition. However, every Muslim knows, 
[as we made clear in the letters column of The Independent 
(Friday. 4th January, 1991)] that the author cannot be automati¬ 
cally absolved of the offence following his ‘conversion’ to Islam 
if the book remains in circulation and the author does not repent 
of having written it. Indeed, his affirmation of Islam becomes 
meaningless and the offence he has committed by writing and 
publishing The Satanic Verses continues if the book stays in 
circulation in the form of hardback and translations. 

This is why the UK Action Committee on Islamic Affairs and 
other organizations regarded Rushdie’s conversion and statements 
as a isingenious ploy to bail out the unrepentant author . . • 
and an y concerns of the Muslim community 

over nothm/T Sm £ lt 1 and mocking it as causing a “furore” 
whereas Rnldi AS ‘ he Musllm comm unity rightly explained, 
the e oft l „ P h e r ,OUSly SOU S ht t0 achiev ® his means through 

nowseeks ,he same ends as a 
ppointed member of the Muslim community. 
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,ed n ' 3 with tha 1 "!*: nnC e ag»'- '' a his 
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, d eath ’ eS has la nde j ar friends, ^ pap er .. gund a y 

eg”: x P Stfi.'‘° 

ated in this attempt he tried that j t represents no 

'[frhanro^eJcenTofM^r anS^h as'such its intransigence 

atters little. . 

Rushdie’s attempts to mislead the Muslim community were 
istrated once again however when the official Egyptian Govern- 
snt spokesman on 1st January, 1991, refuted Rushdie’s invita- 
>n claim as ‘absolutely without foundation’. Confounded by this 
Egyphan Government and by the Muslim com- 

ertures on an Asian radio phone in nr ' ’ made ^ urt her 

k ** ,Cl "b4t>- aC ? wbli *ked a , „ 

Ea frl. (he 1 <*Page 
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UaAfr ’u'hj' running from Kashmn lo Pakistan to 
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*rm is* tow »»u ; C4(*ktfl)phk VIClOIV* fill SOIltC Ic.ldeiS 
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,r lut < ndeni (9th May 
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hat oHnmitnd the ."UK • j ran hilt also 

vir lint ai kasuh o 4,n ^ maintaintu v 

» 46 member Orgam/ahon () s <l 
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! ict that almost all Muslim and several 
sUm countries have h.jnnal this outrageous book is yet 
pusif m support of the Muslim demand. As the Muslim 
mv hjv c mk dm time and a^atn, far from absolving 

5-*-*—.‘■SDSL'S 
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way 

anyone 


+-*$*<*** 

SacrtW . . 

a pvacts an emotional price from 
umbrag e Public. He is not the bravest 

***!£# al» ul , hi "'n'vJng » save his l f’ she saj d. 
who spf;^ ilf w j|| do anyt* ^ qc in an earlier article in 


°^' a ^' d0any S^s as in a n earlier article f n 

**.^*^* a %s >« have seen R h obert Harr * 

n> freis nllh February. of money hanging over 

Tk a" “f'triehtly wrote, ‘has made well over 

en ”ff RuS hdie'. Harris r g > on hjs pre dicanient by 

*■•*? TkS** Ve ?Ld his right to speak does not help 
“■ *St. fees to efcnd rig ^ demande P 

2 Sd-«he-c.ock protection . . . 

of the British ^^characteristics of his “brilliant polemic” 
Unfortunately one on" _ wr j t ers, bishops, journalists, 
is to drip "?!. 0 , wh i dared criticise him. Such raw sensitiv- 

historians. politicians . tmj|dly> curjous jn a man who reserves 

if 10 "f^nd 800m Muslims and who cheerily pins on people 
Torture" ’ [a reference to Mrs. Thatcher], 
"Hoover Rushdie's overtures remain meaningless unless his 
sacrilegious book is completely withdrawn and Rushdie has 
proved by his actions that he is a genuine believer in Islam and 
the Prophet’s honour. Otherwise, as a Newsweek report puts it, 
his 'embrace of Islam flummoxed both friend and foe’ (14th 
January 1991, p. 53), and would remain an exercise in futility. 

The Fatwa and the Law of Sacrilege 

For Muslims of all times and all places the Prophet Muhammad 
(peace be upon him) stands out as a model par excellence - his 
e (Sira }• being the ideal to approximate, his sayings (Hadith) to 
devoLn\ t,ces ( Sunna ) the paradigm to emulate. Utmost 
a prominenM 1 w ent,ove °^ e Pro Phet has consistently been 
•ons (SahdbajltJy^^ fr ° m the Pr0 P het ’ s Com P an ' 
Prophetthroughhi^word and a° P r ^ sent '^ a y Muslims. Since the 
Will fundamentallv hl d c d dC f d demon strated what the Divine 
on ty to the Qur’an. In th e is a ^ asic source of Islam, next 
Prophet is synonymous with^ Scheme of things, to follow the 
attaining success in the Her i^ 11 ^ ^od a °d thus the way for 
the numerous Oi eatter - 

of th e Prophet, a f ew ar^quo^db^ 5 ^^* 11 ^ exa ^ ted P os ^ tion 
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^•canene^ 1 , Allah i s an 

Wh° eve - r i and Mi c ^ ae V 98 .) \/fessefl & er7 r 
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The S 

unimaginable. A" d a n that he JJS > d d in 

ife. f°S?it be demanded of tom. in ^ 


life, ms precis r be demanucu ^ * . , 

Prophet’s honour should Uh perfection of faith 

of the Traditions of the W - Prop het whic h takes 
, made condit.onal upon th love ot J , 


self. 


a Muslim's 1 
nay 
his life 
the I 
one ( 

been made conditional upm. l “”. deven one ’s own S 

theoretical and practical varieties of Islam, Islamic law prescribes 
a deterrent penalty - death, for the loathsome crime of abuse or 
insult hurled at the Prophet (sabb al-Nabi or Shatm al-Rasul). 
And this crime is regarded as such a heinous one that, according 
to some schools of Islamic law, the Shatim (one who abuses the 
Prophet) cannot be reprieved, even if he repents and resolves not 
to repeat his crime. The remarkably categorical tenor nf rhp 
punishment for this offence is worth™,' 8 f . t£n0r 0t ^ 
involving murder, the convicted person f ° r , m 0ther cases 
pardoned by the victim’s heirs. P ds 3 chance °f being 

Against this background it io j 

M " sl “ *• 

'.,4 s ;:: e i »'v after iheS™" Rus M' 

fcM '™!».ch«d |S *'' .1988. M u L P “ b l ™°» 


auspiees of th e 


Jie’s 
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CivM 1 )' 


tocriW ' ( I. 

and a public apology by the 
it he widid ra ' vn j (he remaining copies be 
, h e Ih>* ^“uthor be wou |d not surface again i n 
Wi^er and^ea der(a , [n gdrat e . - ^ democrattc nght they 


pill 


cd Ex llth 'telephone messages, letters 


tffor* or r^ r t 1 hr0 „d 8 dienified demonstrations fob 
***££& Muslims were determined to 

and f" 3 "' ’".orandum andJ8 1 d not be provoked by any 

'vi'^' Sich was proved by the verj 
kK ,eSorextemal'" ,e *l threa t on record to Rushdie or 
,nC ‘ fhat there was not a Sin ® n j ty pr j 0 r to the issuance of 

,t im by Ayatollah Kh months of protest before Rushdie 
In the initial P en ° d ° in Britain were restrained in their 
went into l,ldin ”' t , he b ook and kept their protests within the 

resentment agamsttn ^ ^ generally remained calm even 

boundary of mem ■ few demonstrations staged 

^"^'^topk Sout abuse against Rushdie, but 
these were to the nature of symbolic outbursts of anger of some 
individual Muslims which were more in protest against the apathy 
of the British government in not taking serious note of the Muslim 

protests than anything else. 

Though the timing of Imam Khomeini sfatwd on 14th February, 
1989 was a surprise to British Muslims, its substance was not. 
For, the leaders of the Muslim community and the ‘ulama’ knew 
very well that according to Islamic law, abuse and insult of the 
Prophet ( sabb al-Nabi or Shatm al-Rasul) was a crime, a capital 
offence punishable by law. This crime is considered as transgres¬ 
sing the limits (hudud) and is worse than treason which clearly 
constitutes a hadd offence. 

There is some difference of opinion among jurists on the issue 
deal Z°t n0t 3 tn ) e j e P entance °f the blasphemer nullifies the 
I:; - 1 " According to the Hanafi and Shafi‘1 
if he does so sinr* 0 ^^ may be given a cllance to repent and 
they emphasize tha? 7 V? e u entence may be waivecl - However, 
same crime again hi! f 6 b as P^ emer is found committing the 

no scope for the 

an d Hanbalf^schools^f^' S ^ C ° time ‘ Accordin g t0 the 
he hadd punishment irresneJ^’ tbe offender must be given 
P ctive of whether he makes any 
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stance of it by A 0 f sacrilege an v 

concerned the Islamic law, 

npunished. | e j ge as presenbea ) sc ji C tion of 

"SA b » *'■* cmS W* ,ne in 

:ess of the law. Even in Islam q ^ own 

lim lands, individuals cannot take the la 

'he sentence when passed, must be earn ^ , 

>ugh the usual machinery and not by individuals, indee 
es a criminal act to take the law into one s own hands 
sh the offender unless it is in the process of self-defence. 28 
r the offender must be brought to the notice of the court 
he court who should decide how to deal with him 29 This 

> applied here ppllcablet °Bntam, the hadd punishment 
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either take 


the law into their 


_ . . °w n 

, They ' viil "Violation of the law on British soil, 
^jcnin " . rondo" 6 .he Iranian revolution, D r 
Ion*- m ’ r "'fficial s^fmorethan once that under British 


Eve" 

Kaleem 


la ' vl ?lM" 0,a,,emP ™ media violently abused the Muslim 
Infill, and Weste ,^„ the authentic Muslim viewpoint t 0 
- cation and intimidation Was 

A smokescreen ^ jven t0 the wor | d tha( thg 

wated and the false ,n1 P^ jn were u p in arms and determined 
w0 million Muslim h S .‘is Ml only a British subject, but a great 
kill R*M«- ”“° d ' m of expression and liberal values. Once 
champion of the ^X^edia prevailed and falsehood was so 
again the po«' er 01 ... (h Britis h public was mesmerized into 
skilfully P r °P?f a ‘ j| v anybody cared to think that the Muslim 
bel mnnitv has lon« been under 'siege’ and even their legitimate 
and democratic demands, such as the establishment of voluntary- 
aided schools, have not only been refused but frowned upon. 
\Vhv is it so, Muslims ask, that there are over 2,430 voluntary- 
aided schools for Catholics, over 2,140 for Anglicans and over 20 
for the Jewish community, and not a single voluntary-aided school 
for Muslims? What else except, perhaps, the policy of discrimina¬ 
tion and intimidation can explain this unfortunate situation. 

In The Satanic Verses affair, Muslims wanted to take recourse 
to the court but were told that the law of blasphemy is reserved 
for Anglicans and that it could not be extended to anybody else 
let alone to Muslims. Despite this, the British Muslim Action 
Front took the issue to court. The initial hope notwithstanding, 
the Muslim community was plainly told that they should not try 
prievanr^ the !^ as P* lem y ^ aw a s there is no way that their 
seen whethwth 6 £ edressed under British law. It remains to be 
the case and mai/ European Court °f Human Rights entertains 
li^n^me^a man^ attem ^*° redr ? ss the Muslim grievances, 
that condemned the^nn^’ P ro J ected that it was Iran alone 
nate steps to be taken tbe aut ^ or and asked for approp- 
tl0n shared this view k° ? tber ^ us ^ m country or organiza- 
. ran ian/fl/ivfl, the Gra'nH ck-il be noted that long before the 
Al ' Gad el-Haq in ea r ^ aikh u° f a, ‘ A ^ar, Shaikh Gad el-Haq 
rly December 1988 not only condemned the 
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• PersP eCtiVe nrga niZa !n of 
The rf usl " 1 ' u mem ber ° t |isto rtl ^ jn 


SS» 'silly. * e ' S 'J«I«F'^osl lor Uf 

circulation • ^ 0 rld book aS he jjefs an ^ se( j by ^ 


« U J„, ever d|*<3 £ d that - 0 f tW such 


O' "i „„ 0.g."»“ at pfinl the F0» k Confere „ce 

«' lions and the OKCO 


League, called 0 " “ houseS t nai F"", . qjQ COMC^‘‘~ 

^Tto^oid^thfpLshment of but 

.he ProphoO .o which Ralshdre 
iains accountable. Although, as mentioned earlier there is 
,p difference of opinion among different schools of Islamic Icivv 
her true repentance nullifies the punishment, there is no 
™ce on applying the punishment to a blasphemer whether 
duslim or non-Muslim Indeed the oravitu r»f tu* 


tried to 
was not. 
Shatm al- 
remains 
some 

whether_ 

difference on 


e repentance nuuuies me pumsmiicni, uicic la uu 
n applying the punishment to a blasphemer whether 
lim or non-Muslim. Indeed the gravity of the crime 
re serious if the Shatim al-Rasid (one who ahnspc th* 


he is a Muslim < 

becomes more serious if the Shatim al-Rasul (one who abuses the 

tstissh ,o *2* 

sacrilegious book. 8 rculatm g and translating the 

The onlv n i 


luncgious book. . b U,IU ^dosiaung the 

SHSS^is-r- 

^S^Ss : 55? 

'ftST * d „ lh « «y £ ™ i8 >. As far ° 

«rn«d°orV£.all ywhen 0 
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°Peti. i t 




ilit) 


• nW ) ' erS,liV ' 

, ,hrs and mujtahids alone 
., fl0a lificd sC ^,'‘ ary and guide the Musi 
,, m>l n "I rtK f JJ 0 K>ni if "f, individual or Muslim lead, 
£ jurisdiction and it„ 


to 


vd sclu ’' ,,'ry and guide the Muslim 
! i f individual or Muslim leaders 

fl ' r !hin their jurisdiction and it Was 


nlyiii’t 


•’""S.'libcw* 

" ,n " 


if is not 


• A contract with the Devil’ 


Impact 


*•** „he«, Atam vend, 5 - 8 ; ziauddin Sardar and 

■ S'- •Stun*)'-® ^ ar ’ lessons from the Rushdie Affair 

lm i:XsS PP 142-83= Shabbir Akhtar, 

; JnTsdZ h'^ Affair - !r° nd 2 ni 1989 - PP- 

„, 4 siahammatT- n (S ' $ahm Rlis hdie and the Rage of Islam, 
* -Vui'iK Ruikrcn. 4 T he Satanic Verses or A Satanic Novel?: 

^^J^flheRnshdie Affair, New York, 1989. pp. 1-34. 

Ru UamP" ■ outra| cousstory, see pp. 131-41 in this book 
; FwiM«P° an °" “ source shas been provided. See also Ziauddin 

*■ *■ p - 5; Ali A - Mazrui - op - ci '- ■ who 
ZJZ'tk ,ern by H.V. Ravinder. New York Times, February 26th, 1989, 

•tv Week in Review’, p. 22. For further details, see Gene R. Thursby, ‘Rushdie, 
Roma! and Relieious Controversy in British India’, Proceedings of the Eleventh 
international Symposium on Asian Studies, 1989, Hong Kong, 1990, pp. 423-34. 
The author also mentions two other blasphemous publications - one in Hindi 
entitled Vichitm Jivan (The Colourful Life: Some Strange and Mysterious 


Incidents from the Life of Muhammad Sahib), Agra, 1923; and an Urdu essay 
published in the Amritsar monthly journal Risala-i-Vartman, with the title 
Sair-i-Dozakh' (A Tnp to Hell), May, 1927. Both publications along with the 
Rang/Moni/wereconfiscated and banned in British India by the Government. 


4 James Piscaton, The Rushdie Affair and the Politics of Ambiguity’ 
vrmaiional Affairs, Cambridge, Vol. 66, No. 4, 1990, pp. 267ff. 

5 The Guardian, 27th February, 1989. 

6. Ibid. 


Affairs oft, Brom W/Krala Lumpur 1989 p6, 

8 ***&*,<*.<&., t 35 

>0 M.H d F a r da . randWy " Davie S ' °P- A. P- 165. 

® h Oaol *r-Mbpp' f 2 “ e 4 ptable ’’ ,mpai 


rcrsp eclive 

I*'**"* Davie s ,°P C “‘ P 
i wy n v 

Ziauddi" Sarda |P- 71 • Mar ch. C g 


157-8 

13 . G- K a “ f !" a detailed Jgur nal of thea* j the 

|4 . See ApP end,x ’ 

Islamic Aff<“ rs ' , . 939 , Remarks on lu e 

15. The Observer, 2nd P ’ Ho | y to Liberals? Som Londo n, 1990. 

t Shabbir Akhtar, ^Dis.u^n Papers No. 2, CRE, 

rpose of Law in Free Sp , : n LaW , Blasphemy 

,7 Simon Lee, 'Free Speech^pa^No. LCRE^London, 1990,P- 4. 
m,e Multi-Faith Society. D.scussi P Tweed ’ s report in New 

18 For a detailed account of this event, 39 

Van and Society, London, Vol. 4, No. 138, 1991, p. 19 

9 Ibid. Robert Maxwell is not the only example to recor . J ^ 

Chinese publishing house published a book entitled Sexual Customs in wh 
authors, Ke Le and Sang Ya, preposterously argued that minarets of mosques 
re phallic symbols, domes represented female breasts and the main purpose 
a pilgrim’s visit to Makka is to commit bestiality with camels. Following 
nonstrations and strong protests from Chinese Muslims, the Chinese govern- 
it immediately banned the book and brought the saga to a peaceful conclusion 

neWSpaperS ’ a,S ° Shabbir Akhtar> Be 

Arab outraged theMuslfm commulitTby ”mD h ud L0 | , | d0n ’ baSed news P a P er 
•sein with the Prophet, some of his Com™ P den y comparing Saddam 

’ mistake and immediate lu« S 3nd edi,or of the new™ ' Com mittee 


Insult 


‘*£2*5* So me 
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f vers^ 


Civile 


SocriW" . Thc Author as the Stooee’ 

7 you have siven ,0 the b00k bumine 

JW"®’' l9 f, h e book burning, the large bulk of 
ESfc** .? % «casion of neither of the T. V. channels 

^^***^*5***'*** b00k ! hat subs «t“ently 
J£.imrih ^Ln bssW"*®* a ]oca | free-lance photographer. The 
S« ^.'ficVwere broadcast by the main T.V. 
,™ojrii» llie “ llie book burning *» a vic |eo film commissioned by 
ftadip^nro aniiwoddwide permitted the use of its privately 
basis. Later CF.M.^Id J 

fissionedmnsortiurr 


v - „ rtrtilim We have evidence to support this. 

‘vdiK of the film » a TV : C ° n n f S fh e book in Bradford was entirely the decision of 
"tenoie that the burning of th ^ kind of external prompting by anyone. 

Si responsibility for this incident/ 
l London ' 19yo ’ p - 131 ■ 

% Indeed later ori^when^e Muslim community advised the two Imams 
a : < S’themselves from Rushdie’s so-called conversion to Islam and 
iSe categoncallvthat his conversion was not genuine, they did so on Friday, 
3rd May 1991 before a large congregation at the Central Mosque, London. 
They not only apologized for their mistake in witnessing the ceremony of 
Rushdie’s conversion to Islam but clearly said that ‘what Salman Rushdie has 
done (by embracing Islam] has not changed the previous judgement on him as 
an apostate for he has expressed no real and honest repentance translated into 
good deeds’(see the report in The Independent, 3rd and 4th May, 1991). 

27. For a detailed analysis of the viewpoint of different schools of Islamic 
law on this issue see QHdI‘Iyad,Al-Sh//a’ bi-ta‘rifHuquq al-Mustafa, English tr. by 
A. A. Bewley, Muhammad, Messenger of Allah: Ash-Shifa ofQadi ‘Iyad (Granada, 
1992) and Shaikh al-Islam Ibn Taimiyya, al-Sarim al-Maslul ala Shatim al-Rasul , 
,^°,nS dmbad ’ Deccan - nA; Ibn ‘Abidin, Hashiya Radd al-Muhtar, Dar 
Rp'm7 and ' Abd a, '^ dir ‘ Awda - al-TashrV al-Jinai al-Isldmt , Vol. I, 
Bernard ! ,° ra "??: n !? 1 ' st,s detailed response to the fatwd and related issues, see 
DC.),Spring, ,S i99^pp d j8|_ 9 ^ Ushdie Affair '’ American Scholar (Washington, 

the law intoZ^own^h^a ^ !?f Zealt0 P rotect the honour of the Prophet takes 
punishment for deliberate 5 !!! d ( J l,,S *5f blas P hcmc L th e Islamic law of qisas or 
Punished for taking the law J rd k rWI n0t apply t0 him He wil1 however be 
what punishment should ho ° j ° Wn bands and tbe Islamic court will decide 
29 Howeyer “ UW be metcd out to such an offender. 

,hc one abusing theTronL!* 10 ^ Mus,im governments to seek extradition of 
cr,rn,na,s - under the international law of extradition of 
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:H apte r; 


s . a l man an R d U H h isM> nd 


The Man 


Excerpts from his interview 


My Theme is Fanaticism 

by Salman Rushdie 

iewwith Principal Correspondent, Madhu 


Jain. 


n. i ana ui me nuvci lldVC UCC11 111 Illy IlCdU MI1CC 1 IlIM UCgdll 

to study Islamic history at the university 20 years ago. But I started 
work on the book in early 1984.1 stopped after my first draff I 

came asa 

situation. When I returned the problem. ' ° m . my 0Wn mterr <al 
awa y- problems Jamming me had gone 


fanaticism . appears t0 be quite a fierce criti 
. A - Actua lly one of "^ e °f Islamic 






Sacrilege versus Civility 

n Some of the names you use are straight out of thp „ 
Jrf on real characters in Islam,c trad,t,on; but o„J n 
m) Why did you do that. n 

\ i have changed names. I have given the nam„ 
Egyptian temple. Abu Simbel, to the leader of Mecca ° f 
.The book is really about the fact that an id ea ' ' ' 

,.... • miKf decide whether fn 


Or 


or 


thing in the world must decide whether to compromise 
Beyond that, the image out of which the book grew w " A - 
prophet going to the mountain and not being able t ° f ,llc 

difference between the angel and the devil, ... 10 ,e H th e 

0. Do you fear a backlash from the mullahs ? 

A. Even Shame was attacked by fundamentalist v. 
cannot censor. I write whatever there is to write ft1us,| ms. | 

f“ ^ (New Delhi), 15th September 1988 - • - My Theme . 


hew 

hot. 


Reverses' Before Condemns It 

b - v Sa,n wn Rushdie 

annZSll G h mihi: On Oct 5 a,. 

Sec,io " II oitheTy of m y novel %hetT ? lnance 
Wor,d •» find it i d,an Cu stoms Act &ttanic Verses < ” “"dt 
*° dec 'de whatind l 3 "® 6 ,hat »is the p, Many peo P ,e arou nd th 
T' be «use*S" rea ders ma ‘™ F,nan ce Ministry that get 
> fS,a i t e " d of ^nluLy read. But let fha 

fife SifS n r o 0 t m de‘,i a e c f f ress Trust of Indi t 

The bnn^ e S°od rev- S w °dc.” Tn u • ^ rorn ^torary and 
owh,ch 


n oiZ UO,h Syeds S L n ! ations by two u, 

^ tig ****"'«* Khun 

e *iist S) ev ‘ Jhese persons, w 
^ fundamentalists, 
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H** S, Z shod 


explain^ that re . Certain P presumably J been issue 
P^g o distortion and ng” jng order had ^ j 

^ P«* Cnbed 


^SS£2?S! 


innocent person -a^^^Jon. TOiis is no way, 
you were to put that person in j P Hearlv your govern- 

Mr. Gandhi, for a free socety to behave. Clearly, yo S 

ment is feeling a little ashamed of itself and Sir, it has 
be ashamed about. It is not for nothing that just about every 
leading Indian newspaper has deplored the ban. 

It is not for nothing that such eminent writers as Kingsley Amis, 
Harold Pinter and Tom Stoppard have joined International PEN 

d >ans ofMushnfsens!bi'|^ in a " d his fe Hovv self 
Seward 6 Thp !!^ do . n of'^book^likfl!!!; C ' V ^! ze ^ ty 


a t mine, they sh °uld 

,0 the tit| e of’ ^behavingj n th'^idole's bann' ^ Mings 

in ‘ a ' m 


H°:« «• "O ,„>> the bo™ '""Pin thint ad "The 
p ^°sis, £■***,»' ^ Uest ion / n ^’ a nd r| 1S a ^ lr ect if* ^ ar H 

1,0 is not ’ Sh ab °ttt mio ein be r f! y - The 


'X>nnd>,n 


Hindis 
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mis' 1 *' 

^ .Sol"' 0 v arrives 

.Cifflon ^ , a pa ,e :ir A n ' S ir way * 

horn Bonl of 13- Ang 100 ^ am° 0g 

riS^-r-« W ' ai “ . oe , in * *£& 
^“SS' -tSto* » SsS 1'““'“.suddenly in 

had had no trouble with 
an everlasting scar on th 
He was determined to 
. .. : ;r k as s j nce been a continuous 

from soft to hard to harder and ever harder porn. He 
long as the music and footlights were on. He will 
not only do what the Romans do, he would out-Roman them. 
He was also out to take revenge: on himself and his peers. ‘Like 
in any American Jewish novel’, his way of revenge was ‘to he 

three times as clever’. And dirty! vcuge was to De 

Rushdie mastered the artless art nf a„*' i • 

In %S l 0 h P h ' S ‘ Sn ° bblsh ’ and ‘conservadve.Vh S, Per Went on 

to t c a S ,0 Cambridge %twl ° 0dPerSOnal >ty. 
* ftftd 6 d 5 ‘° «*»• Itstar Id w it a h Very 8 °° d 

conservative under Z les evenemem ) SCX and drugs 
of SSf- 1 ceased to hA 


, tvmadeof sandU fo n 0 wers, one of whom han 

Moreover this entire seqgj 

1 my own ^ " icti0 nal dream of a f.cttonal charac? 
hpU'" 3 ^!^ one wh ° ,s l0S '" g t9 m ' nd> at ‘hat 

a India" movie t V, hjs(ory cou ld one get? 

How much furthe^ ; jjave tried to offer my view 0 f , k 

In Uns dre 2Z«on and the birth of a great world reli^. 
phenomenon of r J /(ir mcm for whom Islamic culture hd s 
my view is that I ce a n his life. 

Ministry really be saying that it is no longer 
modern supposedly secular India, for literature to 
P 6 u .hrmes 1 If so, things are more serious than I had 
Sved From where I sit, Mr Gandhi, it looks very much as if 
1 r government has become unable or unwilling to resist pressure 
'from more or less any extremist religious grouping; that, in short, 
it is the fundamentalists who now control the political agenda. 

You know, as I know, that the real issue is the Muslim vote. 

I deeply resent my book being used as a political football; what 
should matter to you more than my resentment is that you come 
out of this looking not only Philistine and anti-democratic but 
opportunistic. 

Mr. Prime Minister, I can’t bring myself to address finance 
ministries about literature. In my view, this is now a matter 
between you and me. I ask you this question: What sort of India 
an °P en or a repressive society? 
important inHvV h ^ inatterof Satanic Verses” will be an 
confirm the ban°r ° r f ma " y peo P Ie ar ound the world. If you 
assume the worst If” 3 u ^ and man y others, will have to 
government’s error l °a ot ^ er 6 a nd, you should admit your 
first to applaud y 0U r honor^bl t0 correct it, I will be the 

October 1988.] 

’Please, Read ‘Satanic Verses’ Before 


his ‘Indianness «* Indian >. 

n"«orb.m)~s>»P"> duK ,., 

young boy, Salman Rushdie’s personality, 
‘show them all’ and his career 
strip-tease, 
will not stop as 
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n chHie went on a visit to Pakistan u - 
Aft „ ra duating. Rl ‘ s ' achl for ‘all kinds of terrible rea ' H ' S 
A !ts bad moved to & ^ husban ds for my sisters’, be ^ 
Cd half reasonS nin ! o sense discrimination in India’. R Ush * 
They we« beg* 0 seven years. ‘He was beginning , 0 f 
hadbeeninEngl^' d - and ‘foil nothing for Pakistan 
his grip on b * a „ alien’. Pakistan seemed worth trying. 
England he still felt im frustr at.on and he returned with 

The visit ended >"J o / Cambridg e con fi de nce’ Rushdie h 
with both television and journalism, but they WOU | d 
the word ‘sex’ or use pig as a character, he says 
ffis W impressions of Pakistan had been rejected by the p ress 
J£ It must have been in temble bad taste because those 
were the libertine days of Yahya Khan. Sad and rejected, Rushdie 
returned ‘home’. He had one more cause to disprove that he was 
neither an Indian nor a Pakistani. 

Rushdie now wanted to be a writer; not being one as yet, he 
earned his living by acting in fringe theatre, at the Oval House 
in Kennington, and by doing casual work with advertising agen¬ 
cies. We do not know about his theatrical achievements but in 
advertising ‘he tended to submit more or less the same copy over 
and over again. He was felt to be heavy-going’. Or so they said, 
although he was also credited with coining the line ‘Naughty but 
nice for cream cakes. The slogan was rejected by the manufactur- 
ers because it seemed to link cream with obesity. 

Phwifsll" m*"* 9 T ‘mes, 9th October 1988, said: The 
entitled “lf s ^° f .^ erica ') ori gin jhe song 

Schu,t >n the 1880s ; 
soon after.) 

Siri, Clarissa Luard words > Rushdie met an English 

would call f„ n thinas’ 1 been working in what her ‘mother 
fhev hd ' eand board wT 10 "’ rock and Pop- At that time both 
to th?" ducted 3 secret I?? wi,h others’ and ‘for two years. 

‘ n 1976 rint0ahou sewhichbe| lr UtUil ’ final *y. they moved m 

Em er , , belon ged to Mrs Luard. They married 

Goliad oi 0( ^ er > Liz Cain 

"> 1975 . ItDm, ni J 0there d RnchH- , wh ° wor ked in publishing 3 

ed a fl °p receiving d Sf,rst P ublished nove1 ’ Gr fl 
8 ismtssive reviews, but Rush 


i naughty but its nice” was popularised by Minnie 
. and the catchphrase itself reached Britain 
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Colon He B had been dm though J Ga ndh> h nsW el 

P There was a 

Rushdie’s style is dense and its l P , )ed The Page 

dancer. ‘There existstin Londo"umalists, academ 
Club. It consists of literary editors, J _ . . 

novelists who have got no further than page 15 with Rush 
books.’ 

Yet these things mattered little because he had been given 
certificate of success. He had hoped to win the Booker Prize o 
more. He was cross when he did not and set about putting toeet 
his interne Verses. Combining all his skills in writing actinu 
imagining and remembering his credo ‘I ,„ni u , aclln 8 1 
has achieved an enormous successfo! Sh ° W them al1 ’. 
does not get the Booker Prize out !" a g e and sacrilege I| 

mm §g 

fe- >5 C Z » end 

tiW PUbishc d novels 


shd‘ e - 


-The 




am 


t d* lS 


intend ^Jto^yoU 
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if#** . n ( 

rS- 

^f«*r i '',,-s like 1,1 indicate t j lC 

•• , -r ie* h * ... thm? s i„,vvt’ve f -, „., t . an*- 11 

- v ' 1 ' l ^*nJ abk : i,K-snot- h ° , heil rchang el h t0 
' . ,! «« lir ' , h.-iort-" 1 J< L tw een< l1t iliL .L eno^F 1 

" \ V"' iT 5.«di** 1 * however- .^LingS in th 

: % * fu, and P ernicl °r^breel i s «"° re 

r- -pvt »f« f * for such f»" c 7" ms that G« b *® k - Quite 

^SS^^SS^ir. 

«***"^ Lu-d in Islamic facial text and the profane 

and imagined literature 

I get letters every day from 
whodo like the book.' 1 He denounced the 'mullahs for 
- t: 'I knew that very theocratic, 
medK\alisi°tslam that is being pushed through the mosques was 
not likely to take very kindly to the book I was writing, but I 
didn t foresee a reaction on this scale. If you don’t believe and 

be, ° 8 sem an 

fc b»l»» going , 0 nj s „d. . ' ' he h P> d k "Own that 

he 


" • ** Iwrnc. Robvn Davidson anda^ 

„»■ .<• " ^cim. Marianne \S iggms 

Salman Rushdies walk.ng ar 
. h,n ;'' J n ',|, when I meet people I have k) ^ 

2i3S **** h,ni *<> -m,, 

1 " n*nd»« and Gibrccl banshla. implying , hw 
^"jjjnognod cither. That is what The S«£ 

th |H 

v , n R tt *hd,c ’Caught between two worlds by I lo V d 
* ' TV. v W hMa\ 1986.2, 'Fishing for Salman In Mark I 

r*^ ' T-v» KM. September. im y 'Portrait ..I !hc .. 

I, Hnatt Applcyard. The Sunday limn Magazine Ip. 


tawi htrrmiiiowil, IK/211. 2Hth October lOlh November lUKs 

kltdilf aka Salman Kuihdic' 


i youftnd aomflict between 
tween revealed literature L 
,hat I was doing, exploring 
He was bra/en enough to claim 
Muslims v, 

stage-managing the protest: 


The Satanic Mind 


Throughout the Allan, particularly after Imam Khomeini’s 
ffr ^ frttMit was the focus of the Western media 
ttt mimt r VU r v noma,lcr ^ ow frivolous, was reported dutiful!' 

Av? U ,t an( * figured quite prominent 1\ in the British 
uften c***** The Satanic Verses Rushdie offered 
uv ct llv ralher opportunistic stances. Before the 
comems > Rushdie took great delight 
thp ^ am an d fundamentalism in hi x 

il ^ «» his 1111^, u a i h ° u! ‘ l This stance * s reflected at 

tZ?"* '*<'rdvj un B “'>dung File, a Channel 4 T 
‘Ck!‘ 1 h “i baud h anuar >- ly 89, that is before lm** 
V tl , " rn,l| ^cd| 1K d f LdM on 14th February. 1989. the*) 
Wwd o/rt^ n ln , his re pl> to the question h®* 
** Wi nW 1111 -“udjim 1 ^ ur 'anic text or Islamic histoO 

AlmoM " nllKh V - 

^uud ; hworical or quasi-histon^ 
ud > ln l Islam he had discovered in* 



Sacrilege versus Civility 


-.pi be proscribed for doing the same?’ p nti . 
piece is full of vendetta agai nsl 
•In Good Faith .w. dis ,ort.ng, discrediting and di J& 

Wam.c Here.shs ha , ra * , wou | d ask the following qU e > 
sinf ,he i! Sl nte laid down at a religion’s origin immutable r" : 
arC fu‘ ! £ the penalties for prostitution (stoning to cL ’! 
eve. H°» abi P How about the prohibition of homo* 
SS 23 S -he Islamic law of inheritance, which aK* 
“ do* «o inherit only an eighth of share and which gives to sons 
twice as much as it does to daughters. What of the Islamic | a « 
of evidence, which makes a woman s testimony worth only half 


that of a man --> - - » 7 ^apect 

It is followed by the declaration: ‘I am a modern, and modernist 
urban man, accepting uncertainty as the only constant, change as 
the only sure thing. I believe in no god, and have not done so 
since I was a young adolescent... To put it as simply as possible- 
I am not a Muslim.’ 3 Then there was another somersault in that 
on 24th December 1990, he announced his ‘embracing’ of Islam 
in these words: 4 ... religion for me has always meant Islam 
1 am able now to say that I am a Muslim.’ 4 


.. , - . nan 

> Are these too, to be given unquestioning respect ’ 


Notes and References 


, hr Jg a ga r r, i:'' S published in 77te Rushdie File e< 

:^»lMTCD„ S ^^ ailland ’PP- 2^1. 

4 ’ enweek, 6th February, 1989. 

Wh),|| »« Embraced kfm^n 0 "J Un,la) '’ 4th Februar y. 1990 


^ 1 9 > b ^ruary l990. 

Slam ’ The T ‘mes, 28th December. 1990. 


Divorce fc 


0r Rushdie 




ham Lord 


S,Wh “'i S mfi n8ed wife y A® pressed ” by his two-yea 
he a nd Rm.L'p mencan novelist Mariann 
le will divorce later this yeat 
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dHi^ .if fr ofTl 


,^ Th ' 




• The f 


sh fbou. ,h si han ' that he ha a week on th ^ t6 than he 
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For further reading: 

- Laura Shapiro with Donna Foote, ‘The Devil Made Him Do 
It’, Newsweek, 6th February, 1989. 

- Salman Rushdie, ‘In Good Faith’, The Independent , 4th 
February, 1990. 
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In Defence of Sacrilege 

Muslims - Nazis of Britain? 

li n\ mhcr\ <*f Britain \ community of some two million Muslii 
nor h ,ific to redd Salman Rushdie’s novel The Satanic Verst 
*n iK> have to do in abstain from buying it or taking it out 
►h i.Kj i library lltcy should not seek to impose their feelin 

'-"on - The TJh pr< ; bah, y- wh;,t ‘*>ey have been to 

p"puUi(i n The,r campaign*!!, hT/^ ° f 

P'Himh that „ blasphemes Mam I ^ ^ bann ^. On th 

S: ln a „ d r ,ns ' ra ' i "'>°« 

M ^m»burm w ^ c ^ Na, '<»nal Socialists 8 ^f Xam P le of th 

of the book ’ “ ,ar « e crowd 0 

c^erv l ^ m 

Jamiary |9 jj 9 

^ - ■ M«|„ 


**** 


X J“sllr, 


,^„ 6 UD ^r-^ lest 

>k»U 'Ikj^ o» 0 ^ R Us fj'f|’ g 







SacrilW u 

afl heoffe»di'<S work from the book shon 
Mtot x0"& . JJ,dismay and distaste. We m a ., p! 

t*^****jtii Rushdic WriteS ' but we defei!! 

4 follow all ,ha ' a J lt i S doubly regrettable, therefo" 

be j£lvWs ri S l, ! ,0 2e and influence of W H Smith s h 0u ,j 

ST^fAS* ,he b0 ,wo of its sh0 ^ 

:5^<°£.ly at liberty to decline to stock book* 
Booksellers are P hem0 us. But Sir Simon Hornby, f 0r 
they then.se» on that score. Nor is it a case that public 
Smiths, makes ss |a Ck ening, sin ce lt continues to app ea[ 

appentefortheno I ^ ^ we do not imagine that i ts 
in lhe ,p C |herettillbe impeded by the present furore. W H Smith's 
'Tn’f hrisks to its premises and staff suggests, instead, the 
proswc of some kind of Islamic/iW against its shop windows. 
f Zscenes in Bradford over the weekend presented an image of 
Moslem sentiment in Britain of the most unhelpful possible kind 
10 race relations. In reality, we know that it is atypical. We note 
the hard work and enterprising spirit of the Moslem minority, 
their piety and devotion to family values. But the religious 
intolerance displayed by some factions is ominous. Salman 
Rushdie will not be the greatest author to provoke a religious 
backlash: compare the reaction, in 1643, to Milton’s Tetrachor* 
don. advocating divorce and polygamy. Islamic religious leaders 
have two obligations: first, to maintain a sense of proportion about 
any perceived threat to their religion posed by Mr Rushdie; and 
second, to recall that, as citizens or residents of this country, they 
avea responsibility to respect the British tradition of free speech, 
protecting f ash ' on °f the ayatollahs. W H Smith has the 
naraeofbooimn 3W ' ? '* w ' s b es to maintain the honourable 
books that are then il has a duty -° 

•he community than th^ l ". d ® mand fr °m a far larger section of 

,H y man that which seeke k JL 


Source: 

ours.) 


©The Daily T e L 


l which seeks to banish them. 

Waph, 17th January 1989 - ‘Right to be Read’. (Italics 
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Sacrilege versus t., 

u- h is they knew when they entered it 0r 

do “>5 

United states ' „ affair, and reason, apart from law, d 0es „ 1 
Mohamed i^Jerence of the kind that has brought shajj 

permit ag£ r ^ | Qn , a had 

and death»J»" demand that the whole corpus of anti-U 

L0g f l e in English should be placed in the hands t 
ZS^s: the Guild Plays of the Middle Ages, fo 
,nc f r „ which Mohamed appears - as in The Satanic Ve nes 
‘““Sound, an atheistic force loosely ident.f.ed with both King 
Herod and the Devil- If Muslims want to attack the Christian or 

humanistic vision of Islam contained in our literature, they will 
find more vicious travesties than Mr Rushdie s. 

They had better look, for instance, at Edward Fitzgerald’s 
Rubamt of Omar Khayyam. But nobody is interested in this issue 
historically or philosophically. 

There is a little too much political opportunism in this picking 
on a recently published book which neither Iran nor Pakistan 
would read even if it could. One doubts the sincerity of protest 
that is secondhand and unjustified by argument, thought or 
anything more intellectual than the throwing of stones and the 
striking of matches. 

It is not for me to question the manner in which Islamic 
Khompm - 00 w 11 ? 5 a ^ rs 0n * ts own ground. I feel about 

dome S tic‘pofi cv et bu a t b0 I U ' Hitler before 1939: 1 ma V not like h ' S f 
common hi.ma y, » U : have no grounds, other than those of 
ftmk,inrenettinloh ’ f ° r protest - 1 am within my rights, I 

an dtheequallv ntni b ° th his brand of Mamie fundamentalism 
have ^membered n^ nt fundam entalism of the American South 
0n toe one hand and ^ the mediev al subtleties of Averroes 
^'gmn used to be aK n ^ homas Aquinas on the other. Neither 
J_ n ghts in i nve j^i ™ e as this. And I am even more within 
SOciet y its privileif 11 ^ an a Sgressiveness which denies to 
I d 0 Wl ^ 0u t fear of b n ,M a ^ ow * n g its citizens to speak their 
read* 1 thi nk that ! re Prisal. 

at8re atvindicati 0 e n n o ° f T British Muslims will be eager to 
0nof free speech, which is John Milton* 


minds 


o 

sgs-'S^'jSss'Ss- 

m 

'idel West in declare d a hoiy 


Unite Against Islam! 

by Norman Stone 


... Islam is the religion, after all, of the ferocious Avatoll; 

not * away with it make sure ^at fundamemaliJt 


Tele S r “Ph, 19thFeb, 


^ 1989 "We Need Rus . a 
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lliniis of Tolertmce 

difficult tasks, even or perhaps esn e oi,i, 
There a« feWm r acv than to define the limits of toler anc al j 
• 1 liberal democracy- ini fj rst pronounced sentenc' A 

* s «»"«“'a-;'. pub,£: 

Mr Salm an R u h , y have become no ewer to reconcile. g 
and ySTi his huge conceit, fastidious drstaste 
Rushdie hira D se '' ln and impenetrable literary style, is an impl au , 
^ a,chent f eB a „ save tie hkes of Mr Harold and Lady Anto„ a 
f te h r e Y t to inost all of us, Mr Rushdie’s right to publish hi s 
Pl " f . ,„d remains, beyond dispute. If has been dismay^ 
b0 * *', d BritJh Moslems publicly echoing the murderous threats 
'rt frEs Only a month or two ago, several hundred 
ulms eathered in Walthamstow to vote that the death sentence 
aoainst the author should “remain in place . One Dr Kalim 
Siddiqui has been strongly and openly associated with the call for 
Mr Rushdie's death. 

To many of us, it has been acutely dismaying to see Moslems 
making threats in a fashion which, there can be little doubt, would 
have caused them to be prosecuted for incitement were they 
members of the more extreme white groups, such as the National 
Front. By adopting a “softly, softly” approach, the Government 
and the police have plainly sought to avoid a head-on confronta¬ 
tion. Yet it seems important to leave minority groups in Britain 
in no doubt about the limits of tolerance for behaviour of this 
son. If Moslem fundamentalism, and its bloodier manifestations, 
gain any hold in this country, they will have to be suppressed, 
DrotPMm - 16 v ^ our °f tie laws which were introduced to 
WeZTJ ( lT Unities f rom racial harassment, 
he has done ^ ^ ^hdie had not written his book. But 
Mrs Thatcher and u stlould cont inue to defend his rights, as 
B ^hpublishenT r u ernment have done with such credit, 
paperback edition t* „ encoura ge Penguin to proceed with the 
surrender to those fn ^ lncB f rom publication now would be a 
Z mpromis e,if\v e L r< ; eS °f fanaticism with which we cannot 
T" socie, y VT m lhe traditional values and licenc 
musl subscr^ hi w ;‘“ ho * values to which British Modem 
"willingly , if they are to play a fall P a 
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W Dan,el E3S . - s a system r ^ s te es‘tab a 
er. es of ^Pjfbody of * h0 ‘ ari sinl ,lar elite^ ^ujtahids 

«^^to^ achieve ‘ 

gUR*—**** ... low the Muslim case 

-al COM *™ 

^ilroi^- titl esto.hea«en,,onof 

the courts. . . • thine it means that books 

by^usli'mherefecouldbe cited as blasphemous and banned in 
Britain. Studies by Muslim scholars challenging received wisdom 
about the Qur’an, hadith, Prophet, or law would meet the same 
censorship here as they already do in Iran, Saudi Arabia, or 

E u gy P‘- Books b y Baha ’ is - a group universally hated throughout 
the Muslim world - could be taken off the shelve in r 

ffi- Carl>1 '- Vol.lt™! 

*« «** 

lndex on Ce nt „„,. ythtrig written 





Sacrilege versus Civility 

Rushdie Shemozzle is Attempt 
to Blackmail 

.. k'.-nnv was last week surely mistaken f or n .„ 

R«l,die shemozzle is not just a matter of freedom of ex D f' T|,e 
v R ersus censonhip. Islam is trying to blackmail us, with its^?*' 0 " 
.. mts death sentence and hints that hostages might be fee 
diplomatic relations be restored if we ceased to protect Mr /? , " rf 
bom its hit-men or at least consigned his book to oblivion hllie 
Why should Muslims expect their religion to be protect A 
attack! Christianity is frequently assailed, sometimes blak °" 1 
ously, but we do not respond by threatening murder and h ■ 
booksand bookshops. Indeed we expect our religion to b hUrnin J 
ill of, since Jesus himself warned us that it would be Tl C S * 50 * ten 
reaction, we know, is to pity the blasphemer and „ he P ro P er 
salvation. u P ra y for his 

Thelessonofthe Rushdie affair is that it was unwise to /„, a, 

communities establish themselves in our midst Muslin > 

about a “multicultural society”, but the eTores^nn P ’ e ‘ a,k 

[ion in terms, since social cohesion depends^n cultural 3 COnlradic ' 

tSt a„ misan , , 0 , ssimfla , ion ul ^i 

Mir flew Mpfc by°ihes“a?e y coTn[ci le C0 "J?»' ,n '«les that art 

D ™' bul ' hen something happens ih a may . ,le dor ™ant fora 

Zl *!*“«*» of P M r R thd PU - tS ' he cat a ™"g the 

Ir'" 8 ""' 1 »let theca, out of t h tt *• b °° k ^ «* . 

me oag - m mor e senses than 

Bentley 

agisters. 

Source- (p\r« 

' PU0BUCk - i ''&tf h June 1990 - ‘Rushdie Shemozzle is 


‘•::^ verse 

•" And the rest of us, jn ^ w£ wer e there ^ 

i ..nder the protection property p u „,nnhet 




mary, 1989. * nn,C Ma i°r«ties’, The h mes 1/ff 

- Talking to Muslims’ TU„ t- 

,989 - 
° °* 10Mecca '- 

*i" p Z C SL? s, Jul >‘ «»». 

p Bein * s ° 

j** hd,e “ 'lie R* u »p. 1990 

^;^.‘>o UST ' ne ^s 29 , h 

r *>0«A>.'L> hr.® S'fO-isis n. 29,h 

^ 3,51 Say 

er ^nce’ 








. Conor Cniise O'Brien, ‘Islam’s Immunity from 

Times 10th July, 1991. dvv , n 

. Daniel Easternian 'Where Will the Extremism find,. 

Bookseller, 26thilaly, .1991. nd? - Tfc 

. ‘Standing by Rushdie, The Guardian , l] tJl M 

1991. ° Ve m b er 

_ Barbara Amiel, ‘Archbishop’s Tolerance Does , 
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_ Ian Aitken, ‘Our Sovereign Duty to Save 
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chapter 4 

Voices of Civility 


Zfe/iferaK Provocation 


by J.P. Dixit et al. 


Two important arguments against the banning of'Salman 
Rushdie’s book “the Satanic Verses,” are: (lj Ine idea tnai 
individual expression in art cannot have any social and judicial 
limitation, and less seriously, (2) That those who support the ban 
have not read the book. 

book already 6 ]Inform atleme 1° "f* en0U S h about the 
other merits, but of its ability tn^’ PCrhapS not of literary and 
who believe in Islam’ outrage the sentiments of all 


S«i?, of to<n' l, ;8to' a«L rop tot , , he Islamic, . 

*3 



,th is treated no better. Disguised as a 
,fd spot on end" Curta in,” it has twelve prostiu 
TnTofBla^ S,0 ? e ,2 welw wives of Mahound to add ' a' 
"ah he name* of the t „ These “tempting spices" 
tempting T'« s of P ° incr ease the number of pilgrims. r ' 
latently ***£&» of the baste core of Islamic faith? ^ 
Then "hat e ^ )aw .givers are sexual perverts, and t|, e 
Prophet examples of depravity and greed. The Kor an 

Ka’» baandt lh;i collection of Satanic verses. Are these „„ 
isofCOUr f n ° t e words of our law, “outrage the religij 
sufficient "i of people”? Soli Sorabjee seems to think that 
feetagsotas* adverse criticism 0 f religions or derogatory 

rt ?( S ic)founder.” This shows an inability to see th 
« »Masoned discourse and the search for , he 

“liberals and socialists believe that the freedom of artistic 
expression can have certain reasonable restrictions according to 
social and historical circumstances. Even where religious faith is 
vibrant and at the center of identity, it may certainly be opposed 
by reason and precept but not by means that outrage the faithful 
into trauma and pain. The pain of scurrilous intrusion into the 
religions of the sacred is not felt by the so-called fundamentalists 
only, but it is the common experience of the whole, besieged 
minority. While there can be rational opposition to their faith, 
there should be no outraging of it by obscenity and slander. 

We, the undersigned, are all not Muslims. We are, therefore, 
obviously not subscribers to the Islamic faith. We believe that 
any entique of that faith has to be restrained, reasoned and full 
and hT t0f , reSpeCtin S dive ^ cultures and faiths. India’s unity 
il - 11 is for suc 'h harmony and unity that 
demand that the ban on this book be not lifted. 


J P. Dixit 
Nissim Ezekiel 
JeanKalgutkar 
Vrinda Nabar 

Source- Ind 

Dth October 1988 - 


VaskarNandy 
Vasanthi Raman 
Ashim Roy 


You Knew That You Were 
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. with Muslims m lllelr an 8 er at wh at 
empathise '™ n against God and h.s messenger. 


jJJ-HtS-S- -aningless concept in Conte| 
BlasP^'”> v h " because it is not seriously believed that L, 

Jran 1 British sooety be ^ which we re , y for we|fare od 

U The supreu-^ th( ? |nterests of the nation is therefore £ 

nation sla,e m 0 b , biasphemy is a joke. 
supreme cn ^ ; bu, v f aws we re not designed as you h 
3. Thf bUsph iny ^ chrjstian religion . They were a ! 
suggested to P the fac , that S i n ce God is the author and 
acknowledgeme b)asphem e him is to inject poison i mo 

Scl«e with more deadly long-term effects than 

public me. ■ f (he dnJg merchants. 

“f'chritfians in this country have become accustomed to 
hearing their faith blasphemed. They are not permitted to respond 
as the Ayatollah has done, because the centre of their faith is at 
the point where the Lord himself accepted death on a charge of 
blasphemy. Whether the silence of contemporary British Christ¬ 
ians in the face of blasphemy is due to an understanding of their 
faith, or to indifference, only God can judge. 

5. Freedom to do and say what one likes is not a human right. 
We prohibit the sale of harmful drugs to those who want to use 
them, and we punish harmful speech when it injures a particular 
individual. We do not punish speech when it poisons the whole 
of public life; we watch entrepreneurs making profit out of it. We 
do not and ought not to authorise governments to censor speech, 
ut we (and here the churches have a heavy responsibility) can 
bear witness to the fact that poison is poison 

Muslim, UK* c ° n,rovers y could lead to enmity against the 
band, provide a'" ^ WOuld be tra 8 ic - II could, on the 0ther 
seriously thev her 0,) l )ortun ‘ t y for Christians to consider how 

>,hey beheve what they profess. 

Tours faithfully 
Source: (Qfhe 

^'“yvFreed^ofs^Pebniary 1989 - • “The Satanic Verses”: 
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re!ig' oUS ' or at leas' an a f* P k arises fr0 ™ lv 0 ffend ed 
*£C2 «';j;““S»e»“ s ' bal 0 h “,ion refer to the 

'V proton is less .bat Rushdie ha, expressed hai own doubt 

about faith it is the technique he has employed to articulate that 
doubt. This essentially involves an insulting depiction Ot Munam- 
mad, which can hardly be anything but deeply offensive to a true 
believer, even the most tolerant, educated or Westernized among 
them Rushdie cannot claim ignorance of the world he has so 
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5 w nl'S‘"» usOV i‘ i,y 

. ic it not fair to ask how resnn„ ■, 
1(! htof ,hissilUa < l' < the treasured right of free exp re 3 
'".I'fhas exerC ' S !he world he has adopted his ow n ? |" 
RUShd meed him ' he was jt truly necessary for him , 0 . 'i 
inC his own fal,h ', : n „ licentious misogynist and fr/? 
rtS of ,slanl *2 how much must be destruS* 
l/searchingof d e ,he faith of other? Why at a time whej 
rampledon^Sing between the Islamic tradition that 
the mutual underst n £ secu|ar tradition he has adop ted 

was bom into, ana j( necessary t0 excite this type of anger 1 ) ' 
is so clearly lacking- jned from the further ignorant ridicule 

What exac . Qn the p ar t 0 f the Western audience that 
°}"* rSerstand Warn, or the profound humiliation and 
"1, of the audience that believes very sincerely and deeply 
"Tilt f When the discourse between our two traditions i s 
'"'1, S o strained, garbled, do we really need this provocative 
aldfnflammatory approach? R the light it shed worth the pain 

^Thtangenn the Islamic world provoked by Rushdie’s book 
arises from a profound sense of pain caused by calculated and 
senseless ridicule. The hurt caused by this work may be a powerful 
force in making it a best seller but they are not particularly useful 
in helping us to better understand either ourselves or the common 
humanity we need to recognize in each other, especially in the 
frightening complexity of the contemporary age. In our world, 
Salman Rushdie has a right to do what he has done. 

But we, as part of a large collective humanity, also have rights. 
We have a right to expect more sensitivity from our writers. We 
have a right to expect our writers to know the power of the written 
"ord, and to exercise their right to use the written word in a 
! nanner We have a right to expect more from our 
us imHp ^ aVe 3 r *^ lt t0 ex Pect them to use their talent to help 
to feel H? tand 0urs ! lves and each other. Finally, we have a right 
fed disappomted when they let us down. 

ity\ ' Chra,mn Science Monitor, 3rd March 1989 - ‘Rushdie’s Insensitfe 
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„ rd sC f$y ffFrtio SaSy 

in* M 'X Ayatollah K*® w.Hn°" have bee® h 

advised to ^ this coU ntry de P ’ t w j t h 

the letter you publishea Rushdj£ , n publishing * tQ 

The irresponsibility of r , d cause immense 

d by "hr many voices which urge 
that our law of blasphemy should be extended to protect all tneistic 
religions or at least those satisfying the criteria suggested by the 
Archbishop of York in his letter (March 1 ). 

Muslims form a very large section of our fellow human beings 
and I have great respect for their religion. There is much in the 
teaching of Muhammad which commends itself IWf a 
most Muslims follow their relidJ !u t0 a11 of us and 

exceeding that which I fear f ' H 30 ex P llcit devotion far 
rrligionhere^ 3 ’ mMy ° f “ awards our ow„ 

nte Rushdie book has dnn» __ 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

Sheer Effrontery: 

Rushdie’s Book Is An Insult 

by Jimmy Carter 

In preparation for the Middle East negotiations that l ed , 

Cal David and the Israeh-Egypfan peace treaty, I trie(J e S 

,?Zh as possible about the Muslim faith- ,0 ,e a 


as much as possible about-......... ........ , 

“The Satanic Verses goes much further in vilifying th e p 
Mohammad and defaming the Holy Koran. The author a ln Pl,e| 
sed analyst of Muslim beliefs, must have anticipated a h ■ 
reaction throughout the Islamic world. . . . nor nfied 

While Rushdie’s First Amendment freedoms are import 
have tended to promote him and his book with little ackn i We 
ment that it is a direct insult to those millions of Musli ° W edge ‘ 
sacred beliefs have been violated and are suffering i n mS W ^ 0se 
silence the added embarrassment of the Avatoll^hv ; restrain ed 
ity. y ul,ans,rr esponsibi|. 

This is the kind of intercultural wound that is diffirnit, u 
Western leaders should make it clear that in protectingp 
hfe and civil rights, there is no endorsement of an 8 R , Ushdie ' s 
sacred beliefs of our Muslim friends. 3 insu,t t0 the 

Dilemma, Jama,a ' Rushd ‘ t ' 1 

referred (o as 1CNA booklet.) North Am onca, 1989, p. 6. (To be 


Who is Fanatic? 

by Keith Vaz 
The 

nbySgreater than'T' 8 ^ 11 ' communltles 
than the | no , da,e them. The ri h 6 ab,ll, y 'be host coi 
P'otectionof!! * different^ ’‘° be '° n g is « 
Hie monul ture ’bas mani f J h ' s assertl °n of differei 
nUmenIs 'o the ne? c ' f : Sted i,self indelibly on the 
Communities may not all be; 
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as'^lorlheg 

l eice Z history ha* 


in/- e fhe 

S'-"'‘■Ss - nd Fay Welldon 

ST" SS«^2»* “Ln educing 

•S 3 T;lStfKi 2 £ Si have opposed 
Rushdie’s decision to publish a book steeped in intolerance and 
religious abuse are branded as supporters of the fanatics. All those 
who pray and believe are by their nature fanatics. How strong is 
your belief in your religion if you don’t believe in its fundamental 

and revered: « ,o 

provoked 6 A^remarlfable coalV Rus ^ d ' e for 'he 1 thoughts he his 

tzsz i c ir * 

Yet Scottish co J°T ic Verses and the so ,Q ng as 

residents "* ° f Rushdie 

SSZrr tick «l off th M Secret ary of s d t ^ ampshire 




wereiep,;;^ u >000 —"‘‘‘"S'S. ' 

?»'“&'» a«cp,^ rea aser,. 

and P ,7 st b e | if ,‘ a ‘ho Usan< V u, tur e 


°n of /'• 

Asta n 


w Orr, 


16,1 ha s 
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, 0n*ii cause for the Rushdie defenders Tk . 
^extraordinary and the arrogance is breathtaking. 

I went to a synagogue recently in which women w ere D| _ Ure th a 
different par. of the room from men I saw no domain 
outside urging the Jewtsh re hgion to liberate its w 0 m en ,ra S 
Fay Weldon is the new. self-appointed liberator Her 
Sacred Com, declares that the Koran has enslaveH^Wci 
women. Living, as we all do, in a society that is sunn Mus| 'tii 
enlightened but which tolerates and encourages sex’ ed lo be 
suppression of women in abundance, it is the ultim 'i™ and 'he 
lecture Muslim women about liberation and Muslin? L Cl)ee|( to 
sexism. m me " abo ut 

An international conference held in Kuwait 

sponsored by the International Commission of J ur - !° 1980 and 

that the equal rights of women is a vital teachino 
There was no question of second-class status fW h L e Ko 'an 
Pakistani elections, observers noted the h,.o? 8 the re ««t 

generated to elect the first woman leader of an , c f ersonal Vo " 
^possible to under-esrimate the impact of this evt?o„ M^' 

* «* fem of J 

own way: aware that thev are be ,eft to develop in their 

£te e tol' n0ntyrel,g,ons: '^t they are ° f ° rigin:,hal 

^^nkoutResponsmiUyl 

OpHeous abhorrence of on 
® ,er ance We cn , * 0rst in Western nf Rushdie affair has also 
** to be; “jr ° r a total autnn , ^ era ^ srT1 ' In the name of 
“Ability t 0 We w iH vve niav arts - The s ^ an 

hghwa y code- of C,al w elI-bei>Jo? t D L ° es not authorship have 
° f ^muni^?: Is th ere to be nothing life* 


poo n 




th 


corrin’ on f f e °edoins ? 


tof“' he ;,;,our 


, ,ake aCC0Un ! and en« ure 

<u> r ' iesa "° 

curia ' , neth Crags 

^Ri«h' RevK i 9 89- ‘Wes tern 

™ R ' S gih Aug us ' 


Views 


of Islam- 


Lay Off'he S“ cred 

by Charles Taylor 

.. ,,.d to(Sink lhat freedom ,h 

t to religion?. . Even looking 

at n from a secular humanist point of view, the fact that someone S 
religion is the locus of his/her stand on the deepest and most 
fundamental issues - death, evil, the meaning of life - seems to 
justify giving it exceptional protection. This all still seems obvious 
outside of the West, but no longer so clear here 

•*sss 3 smkst «* '«>"■ tv on 

traditions. Couldn’t Kanzant7alic h are sacf cd to religious 

in Christ’ sex f eO k r n h ?; e . made his P«int without 
Rushdie wi,h„ u 


" e ' 2/1 . Fall 1989 - ■ 


The Rushdie Con, 


Iroversy’ 




Fre ed 0 , 


m? 


tnity f bo Is there t0 be nothing like a j * s,s of Varj at 'he P ubl 'If (27th q 
^ ab ° Ve commodity by which to 


A,nf act, a (eo if 'n- 






Sacrilege versus Civility 

D^rt Maxwell and Sonia Sutcliffe? And if we recog n js e l rc| ier, 
fnot free in this sense due to various legal pitfa|| s ‘ h . a, *e 

power of self-censorship, should we therefore be f ree , 0 JJ 

That are well known to be essential articles of relig iou f V 
These last are a soft target: we can defy religious zealots h? 
their worst with a self-righteousness that simply *">*> 
deployed on groups protected by the liberal consensus if „ ' L be 
law. or on libelled individuals. no ' by 

The Muslims have fought back and are absolutely riohi 
so. Their beliefs are the very fabric of their communii ° d ° 
identity, and if we, of other religions or none, are not ' and 
unable to understand this but self-righteously condemn tli^ 
their desire to see The Satanic Verses extirpated, we are b ■ 
the ethos of our society, which is still one of toleran rayin ® 
courtesy: in this case the burden of toleration is on us th if nd 
society. We may never be able to grasp exactly why thev ZJ T 

“aST 8, but ean we n0 ‘ now give ‘fcSSS 

for andyel 

paperback (as if the cased edition hi* ! publication in 

just so that the cup of “freedom'’ ca^h h “ f en0ugh C0 P ies )' 
superb unconcern the knife d a 5 dr u nk t0 1,s lees - Wilh 
wound. kn fe ,s g,ven another twist inside the 

or insidious, to^thefr basic l oge * her ln ,he face of threats, blatant 
ness loses much o its £ ? m f0 P ub,ish ' But this together- 
publisher a country^ ,he cau se is dubious To a 

reedom to blaspheme m.If tbere is no political freedom, the 
S° o the battlements. seem a ver y odd cause in which If 

Christopher Hurst 
Condon WC 2 

^-*989-The Satanic Verses'. 
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- ,Civ' lily 

^ ne Sacr‘ d 

. ■ . #0°“' T 

(lK sacred.;” 
rhesenseof^ en tua y 

,lve into n ' hl , literature, eC j 0 m deg en n ot t> e 

St J“»w. > °\t 

* a ’*•■£ 57 ,Swab P'»p |e * * Both 

flSSSiEB--. and in proWth* 

hich is sacred is treated with contempt or ridicule. Among 
/es, both in the internal discussions of matters of faith within 
ristian and Muslim communities, and in dialogue between 
w shall always need to use our critical faculties in serious 
ion with one another. But it will be done with reverence 

S weliridlr We differour understandings. For 

,0 ; nd -stand the 
an it is to penetrate the secrets^f Wlthout rever- 

e - S0fthe 8 al «ies without a 

(Undone, ^ 

® las Pherny an d the 


1 Free 


,po| Scafl! Shdie ’s 


not ; 


b)B hikh u 

n su eeesti, 


1 Vkt, 


nectiv e sta^ entit, ed 

en, ent, COn In Good P . 
nce, ved in Fa dh” 
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SacnW ""US Civility 

mnnd it defends The Satanic Verses a „ . 
analysis, and reflects on , heir CQ «> 

criticisms ri j provenance. ... 

cultural wntet . jre w | iy his book has provoked Su ., 

Rushdie does n m deep nerves lt has disturbed' h h 
s,rong ^"t all a result of political manipulation, 
convinced that it ious lgn orance. He does not ask ! u 

misunderstanding ? mu|]ahs and their gullible hock l y 

hiscri,, “f nd fah minded Muslims - such intelligent i " 
ab° decen ‘ n Ma?miand Edward Said, many a nomMusft 
writers as Al scep tics, atheists and Marxists. . . J 

CV The Muslims ask why he mixed up religion and sex which I s | ani 
so radically separates, and why he thought it fit to dis cuss 
fantasised Islam with a generous helping of the four-letter word 
and other "abusive" epithets. They want to know what givesthe 
artist the right to plunder and reduce the deepest experiences and 
memories of a community to a mere raw material to be used as 
he pleases, and why the community does not enjoy the equal right 
to fight back in defence of what gives meaning to its existence. 

However mistaken these questions might be, they deserve 
answers. To conceptualise them in terms of a clash between art 
and religion, or between imagination and faith, is wholly to 
misunderstand them. Rushdie’s subsequent Herbert Read Memo¬ 
rial Lecture sets up false antinomies, misdefines transcendence 
and sacredness, and skirts important issues. In spite of these and 
other limitations, Rushdie’s “In good faith” is a most important 
and welcome contribution. That he should have made it at all is 
an earnest of his anguish at the tragic events of the past year. 

Although he is not wholly convincing, he takes great pains to 
®f“ n |i thc intricate structure of the book. In deeply moving 
nipl/ / ex P r 4 esses his P a in at the racist abuse hurled at Muslims, 
mutual nain” forward ” through the “mutual recognition of 
offence P and « afflrmS his “g°°d-faith”, “regrets” the unintended 
India".’ grieves at his separation from “my community, from 

Vrim2tinJ ndependent on Sunday, 1 hh February 1990 - Towards Mutu al 
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,M, £* s ?“that all < ha 

bee" 


liberalC o h v°crt S has been of Iranian ” g he d hostages, 

m A great part of the blame of c0 “ rge ^ there would still 

Khomeini, no. least for u ^is intervention. His fatwa, 

have been a Rushdie affair wit resoect was an 

which I assume Sunni Muslims have no d y P ’ Tdam a 
abominable act, supplying to all those prejudiced against Islam a 
legitimate ground of accusation. Yet more shocking even tnan 
Khomeini’s call for your assassination was his subsequent State¬ 
ment that, even if you were to repent and become a model Muslim, 
you would Still burn in hell, implying of course, that there are 

...h sound Muslim 
e Perturbed, however that sn f eS P ec ^ We should not 

R'siilrr au, , ho,i,iK 

me mioningandeverva Belg | IUm ’ whom you 2 ex P laine d by the 

think worm 

“ C 3 “ “Ml'»»h»L“ as "“•hated"’ Wh ° spoke 

° had read 


97 






Sacrilege versus Civility 

, 1 i.c for your forceful television broadcast den 

(You did me the honour to quote wi,i! 0u "ci, 
line I had written, which constitutes my 0n | y gua| a PPro v 
CT& to you.) It was your status as a he^ 

kIl- ..nncar so great a betrayal. Much as y ou J al "hd 
i'o “voucan never again play that role: you can never again!' 
!«ume the stance of denouncer of white prejudice. For n edib| ' 
are one of us. You have become an honorary white- 
honorary white intellectual, it is true, but an honorary wk y a " 
the same. f f y hlte all 

Some of your defenders so far forgot themselves as tn a 
that, if Muslims cannot abide free speech they should dCc,are 
where they came from. You round on them, affecting to g ° bacl( 
them to be telling you to go back where you came f r SUpp0S€ 
were not addressing you, Mr Rushdie: they were c/cfe^tT ^ 
You will remain there as long as you cannot bring 
repudiate what you did, and, as a first, least step to cea^^ (o 
onyourrighttohave as many readers for your book ^ 

You protest the falsity of the accusation r !! 
known”. No one could have foreseen all that would hTn! ! 

I incline to think that, if you really did not erasn ih P h fP pen; bul 
would give to believing Muslims, you were nota,5,%°^““ - V0 " 
upon the subject you chose. In any case no on qua fled t0 
sibility for the consequences of a Ld l, ! escapes respon- 
foresee them; moreover y OU L 0 w n o! by having failedl » 
your right to wider publication* ’ yCt y ° U Stil1 insis, °" 

bon between whether tCre^h^Mh 0 ^ 0111 ^ 68 the evident distinc ’ 
said, and whether there arp h ° U ? be egal restraint s on what is 
he said. It j s j n m • moral constraints on what ought to 
men regard as holy and nn ,. Isgustln 8 thing to defile what other 
Si”’ Y ° u have ' imbibed 'th!^ ,nten ! ion > however lofty, can 
desen! 1 r 1 e,i * ious believers ma assum P ,lon of Western intellec- 
belipf C ° be fronted Thru P ro perly be affronted, indeed 

by to the depthof! WeS ' Wh ° have 00 reli ? 0Ui 

concent hey Perceive as hi / pa,n cause d to those who have 
Sud S r e,h 'ngs beLjh S P hem y' ^king so much as the 
it if there ,, 0 tbe affront, a b|!^ y > they lack the will to grasp the 

,ive to sav a "-ri hing ,he y hold d U8h ,bey could be g in 10 

ay> The y don’f S dear or in respect, ifis unimagin* 

0 read or watch it if they don' 
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yoi£ eS 


of civ0,y , t escape 
ourS ), 


h> ng 

r ~" rs) they c^'eted ly- this 

ca ses ^ 

that did not breach X my we shall be Opening 

censor pornography or blasphemy^^. fe sham , S shown by 

,0 political censorship, that t cen sorship already in 

their lack of concern about the pohtical cens y 
■xistence (the suppression some years ago of the news ui i 
vho incinerated himself outside lODowning Street, for instance). 
Certainly it is said that anyone should be able publicly to 
ireaten murder with impunity; that is the price our law pays for 
ot prohibiting what a whole community views as an intolerable 

idlld/n 0 ‘I l redi ‘ of this country that some have shown an 
fgave, instead of 

dwholybook; your attributiriMhk' ! F ' rSt Ame ndment 

5 : s , tbal you have not yet unE 'L !'° 3 desire for votes 

« Until yo e u s 

:bae l Dumm e ,t Derat '° ns Will continue. 

v College, Oxford 
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°PenL e „ er , 
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Sacrilege versus Crnlity 


i eas t I have put on record whv 
now I fed at * h «^ haS not appeared in public. my Way 
WHo Killed to”"'* quickly >n the weeks following th e f 

I wrote the Play ve y,3 imme diately do what they 

believing nl0 re importantly, draw the lessons J 10 

express supp Hi 

the c 



:xpic*> ** 

he event u mnfrontation between the assassin and a Do i if . 
Through a co ((he West , particularly th c P R , ICal 

"So deliberalely brougj 

a" d Sv elected Iranian government headed by Mossad ' 
nd installed the appalling regime of the Shah, whi J 
It its secret police to terronse all opposition. 

“ S Hid no. send the play to Mr Rushdie “in case he needed 
something to read”. As I explained in he covering letter, “| Wan , 
o give you the opportunity to see this play before the title becomes 
known in the hope that it will reassure you that, while I have 
used your appalling predicament, I have not exploited it. ... j 
have only one hope for the play and that is by widening the debale 
about Muslim (or any other) fundamentalism, I may contribute 
to a general lessening of tensions in the world. I want to show 
that though your condemnation by the Ayatollah was wicked and 
unacceptable in any kind of world order we can tolerate, it did 
not arrive out of the blue but that the Western powers have helped 
to create the monster which now threatens to devour us.” 

Mr Rushdie responded by leaving a message on my answer- 
phone saying that he was appalled that I would think the play 
which postulated his death could in any way be acceptable to him. 
that he would resist its being performed. 

s Mr Rushdie is nowhere portrayed or even named in the 
FthllT t0 chan 8 e the titIe ^ Who Killed the Writer ? 
predicated r°K d be disin genuous to pretend the play was not 
a letter fmm u p ° sit ‘ on )- But I was shocked to be in receipt of 

Production we d.n^H Shdi j S agent sayin § that if We 
“establish Salma d Send ^im a formal note so that he coul 
^unsn Salman’s legal rights”. 

offended hi^wafso ntro' 6 Wlshin g t0 suppress a play because'’ 
" ot b e thinking well t a 10US tllat *' f )ecarne clear to me he co 
No note was sent it e ? ded not to go ahead with product' 0 , 

se| f-censors hl p wa s m is g u ^ now *° feeI that my 3 


n ..WH0<drS 

,, ti» 


t nai^ di!Wi!lHaveloMake 

Compromise be the only 

iassBrSSSas -fi 

t who admires his 


Some kind or rcu £; hdie ' s distressing snu-^ ’ ■ al | points 

little dismayed by his postures of self-righteousness and sell impor 

tance: in particular in claiming that the novel in general — and 
presumably his own in particular - is now the best substitute for 
formal religion. 

Any artist would do well to take a second look at his understand 
mg of humanity if he is blind to the fart that *t unQ erstand- 
sensibihty and attack which initiates will It'S ‘ H 3re areas of 
!"*“■ defend to the death In BH.a . ’ eVen ,n the modern 

,he s,at " 

•'»*' k [» t ,ven E 5 l' ll, k lnd Painfully dur *‘,!! ,dl,lduals who 

aw - Punishment bv H. lf’" 18 the unmitieatnH ^ past decade 

•iSS **° U * illi "8 <0 under* 

in. PriSe him. 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

latement that he can see and understand a ,, 
From him. • ,a, T view of the other side and less self. jus S 
a li,"e of the po' nt ° bin t0 help. Most of all. we should J* 
tion ^ h s written not some valuable though su P| J e ^ 
in mind that he ". b , derivative novel of debated m d 

Tmn » change ttotit'"* t„ 

Ian Flintoff, 

22 Chaldon Road, 

London SW6. 


Will 


Source: ©The Guardian, 19th February 1990 - ‘Compromise That Rushdie 
Have to Make. 

A Contract With the Devil 

by Atam Vetta 


... Mr Rushdie and his friends allege that the critics of his 
book are radical Muslims. Some of them are but others are not. 
I am one of the latter. I am not even a Muslim and if I am forced 
to subscribe to a religion it will have to be the Hindu religion and 
an agnostic Hindu at that. I believe it is the duty of those 
non-Muslims who feel equally offended by The Satanic Verses to 
speak up. 

The inability of the Western literary world to comprehend the 
nnhw fn ! st [ ation th£ * most Muslims and Hindus feel at the 
Statement” Th ^ ^ oolc .* s exemplified by the issue of the World 
thev are ‘akn 6 s, ^ nat0 ^ es deceive themselves by pretending that 
assert is becausp V th Ve ^ n the P ubIication ’ of the book. This they 
expression’. Thp ey defend the right to freedom of opinion an 
who believe that tX 03 ? 0 " IS that those > perhaps, like my# • 

not defend these r - k° 0 ^ sbou !d he withdrawn do not or wou 
contempt as would th tS - Th,s j m Phcation I reject with utmo 
common sense to takp C S,gna . tories if only they would allow 
0f Session i over "rational **Z 

not a hcence and must be exercised in conjunction 
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vote# 010 ' . taki ng.^in ‘ nc kbe en 

failu re C r |d vV * ll< j th£ It ' s 

nlS l.^ h, ; j er ary ** a . H ad ^ 

,herfr ecd ' wes tern ofth e ^ e ed <* A ? ta te>H ent 
with ° th f 0 f the , he issuing n0 ne ^, or |d sta 

>*>-35 have £of‘ he 


-#>•*•* . goHhei dea 

» “r ltd v l« p«»" ,he0 ” k ,t„on the manuscript- 

the Prophet and to the Koran 
and Muhammad is made out to be a small-time imposter . 

Mr Singh’s statement indicates that, at least, the publishers 
Viking Penguin were aware of the tragic possibilities. It needs to 
be stated firmly that any reasonable person from the Indian 
subcontinent would have realised that the publication of the book 
may create serious problems in India and Pakistan The f 
is not correct to say that ‘Rushdie ™ \a , S an ' Therefore, it 

*» "I *ta he Lie, Lit h * calculated the 

came almost as an 

•* SSgr Tl * Satanic 

^ lhed!fLe„r e r t n h “f 


r . Ma h° u nd was ,h 


'hound’ 


wan 'ed to a uers - In th 6 cn to the d 

M aliou n( ) deni 8 r ate and cv War be tWee Pr ° pbe t Mtth 

'-•Sstg^SE~ 

^ falsi 


tWo reiv mad by 

«'.W&"Mhe, y 
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Sacrileg* versus Civility 

, „ is. «j s 

Mo'ngago-.^ceoHhe name by saying that his novel ^ 

defends His cho'ce reoccupy negative images, to r ' e "> 

ah sorts of** and on page 93 explains ‘To turn insult 
pejorative > a "S uag ’ rjes Blacks all chose to wear with p r i de "'° 
strengths. w ^ s . jn SCO rn; likewise, our mountain clim bj ' hc 

names they were g^en (ary js (0 be Mahound'. Mr C?' 

prophet-moti ' ( )f fu |i y . Actually, he continues, ‘(t 0 beu!' 
om ' ts “ q baby fnghtener, the Devil’s synonym: (MahoundV 
n f reafy e Jec. us to accept the ‘the demon-tag (Maho , 
Sg Sed to hang around our necks? We have rejeeS 

ffor nearly a thousand years. His description of the Prophet i s 

far from flattering. There is no attempt on page 93 to pretend 
that he is talking about any one other than the Prophet Muham¬ 
mad Indeed, it is evident from his article in the ‘Observer’ that 
he is talking about Muhammad. Mr Rushdie’s Mahound is, i n 
fact, the Prophet Muhammad. 

Mahound is asked ‘What kind of idea are you? Man or mouse?’ 
(p.95). 

In Britain ‘bastard’ is not now regarded to be such an abusive 
word but on the Indian subcontinent it is a degrading form of 
abuse and its use may result in a rather serious affray resulting 
in bodily injuries. Mr Rushdie describes Ibrahim as a bastard. 

Muhammad had, in Christian terminology, three ‘disciples’. 
Their names were Khalid who was a water carrier (beheshti), 
Salman who was of Persian origin and Bilal who was a freed black 
slave. The three companions of the Prophet are treated with 
respect by Muslims. Mr Rushdie describes Khalid as the ‘despised 
wa !p.J arr ' er ’ (P-95). He describes Salman as a ‘bum from Persia 
and Bilal as ‘an enormous black monster’. The three are described 

are allVn nUy -i? f SCum ’ ‘ idlers ’ and ‘a bunch of riff raff - They 

wonder wh^ nbed M a i‘ g00nS ’ and ‘ those f . c,owns ’ <P l0 Pj 

disciples of j WOU d be faction of most British people if I 

Muhammad anrf S tK ere u deSCr ‘ bed ' n th ' s manner He deSC f hi , 
fa^le-taggle gang”y jQ^ com P an 'ons as “Mahound with 

Mahound’s'ide^ U wp mmad s ideas and philosophy, he says |( 
on| y he popular ^. 6 /® T !' 1 an V>hing, do you think they wou, 
P r Wlth tras h like you (i e. the three companions) 
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Muhammad’s Personal Life , 5ut afte r his wife’s 

Concerning Muhammad’s pers^ ^stand my meaning. But 

death Mahound was noang L y women up there . they 

"The point about our Prophet, my dear Baal, is tha 
like his women to answer back, he went for mothers ana 
daughters, think of his first wife and then Ayesha: too old and 
too young (p.366). Who would not find this abusive? 

No wonder the two of you did not hit off: she wouldn’t be 
your mother or your child’ (p 369) 

and Ay ' sha ' ‘That 
H. «.d abo?„«S“l " d ™"' ed so many olher 
hut she was not fooled Whr, , P°Utical alliances and tn 

-whatelse?-oneof hi , Can blame her^ Finallv K ° ° 0n ’ 
J om archan»el and °ut he S ^ Went int « 

heliif j Upport - God’s own 6 ' had recited verses 3 messa ge 

c <Hino S V here: w hat cou|H rmiSsion t0 f. as nf Vln§ h ' m full 

? e *>V TV'“ »* »Ta!‘n , s t W v 0men « 

5l| wn kJ°. no »«td (nil J/o'rou" i D lw ain| y 


ackto ^, ibsa( Mah °^ 




°und) 
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olies began to wag, not least in the hare m 
which point ongL e0 pie had been alone in the desert f 0r jJ -■ 
The two young P e °P , , mlg ht not she therefore have k y 

I,-"''T as f• SS? 

attracted to some the archangel, and then inform . 

■ • • (Mahound) ms ^ exonerated Ayesha tor^ 

one and aH thn* (he conV enience of the verses’. ad » 

^SouTd said “Writers and whores. I see no difference- 

(P '.u 2 2i won’t be happy till she has ripped out your (Mahound’u 

•SSSJT-»»»*•««" -»■ <p-125). ” 

Pornography 

The book is pornographic in its excessive use of the four letter 
words and descriptions which stimulate sexual excitement. Indeed, 
one of the demands made by some critics is that if it is to be made 
available in a public library then it should be catalogued under 
pornography. Mr Rushdie is aware of this. He says The zealots 
also attack me by false analogy, comparing my book to pornog¬ 
raphy and demanding a ban on both. Many Islamic spokesmen 
have compared my work to antisemitism. But intellectual dissent 
is neither pornographic nor racist’ (‘Observer’, 22 January 1989). 

Regrettably, the judgement whether a book is a work of art, 
an intellectual dissent or pornography is intensely personal. No 
criteria exist which enable us to make the decision objectively. 
The days when the occurrence of the four letter word in a book 
was sufficient for it to be declared pornographic are long past. I 
can do no better than to itemise the phrases and sentences which 
have led many to dub it as pornographic. 
f , r tam ^ e f ta provides quotes from 47 pages where the 
WO m p e /L W ° rd is used 8 ene rally as well as in relation to ‘white 
The intn , 1S i? Untry ’ ^ ls na tion’, ‘communists’ etc.) 
some of whirh meS USes worc * P e ™ s anc * * ts diff erent names 
or The Perfumer * cnown t0 the authors of the Kama Sutra 
Perfumed Garden . (14 page references are cited.). • • • 

Racism 

Chinese’ ( p .i97) llt,le y ell °w buggers . . . ’ (p.196). ‘Goddam" 
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. ie won’! 

■gS^ggggE. 

'■*&%>“StS ™**** sea : p$ aly 
^0BSStSSSi^^ 

*3-*. ,hey tad com. Co the demon city (London) in which 

anything could happen’ (p.250). 

‘Yes a land of phantom imps’ (Britain) (p.25U). 

‘... (famous) for his predilections for white women with 
enormous breasts and plenty of rump’ (p.261). 

And the Queen 

** ii »T °l ,he Queen, of ncakino 

ll,lel| ectual Dissent? 

^Phcc^and 
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. „ hove should not ordinarily evoke comment 
phrases 1 u0 ‘® d be b cau se they are used in the context of , he p^c 
problem » r f s ‘ , isdo se associates and companions. Many 

Muhammad ana ^ jn high regard . y Iell °* 

hum an beings under stand this simple point and savsi , 
T1 Mr S tar ed Muhammad into a perfect being,’ | lis Jf 

' T e> t hfe h.s revelation into the unambiguous, clear evem 
£allv « not- One may not discuss Muhammad as if he 
human with human virtues and weaknesses. One may no t di Scus 
Sam as a historical phenomenon as an ideology born out of 
Th«e are the taboo against which The Satanic V'ersethf 
hissed (Observer" 22 January 1989). fIWhas 

He is wrong. One may do all these. He has done none of these 
His transgression is that he has surrounded the Prophet and the 
revelations with pornography. There is no legitimate reason for 
this. It is odd that neither he nor his Liberal and Literati backers 
understand this simple fact. 

Surrealist Satire? 

Mr Rushdie says ‘Of all the European artistic movements, 
surrealism is the one I most respond to, the idea that you have 
to make the world fresh, scratching away at the surface of 
expectation and habit. 

I subscribe to the modernist belief that there is no longer an 
agreed definition of the universe or even of society. And when 
the consensus breaks down, you can’t write a realistic novel any 
(The Independent Magazine,’ 10 September, 1988, p.60.) 
l his has led some writers to conclude as did Mr John Caldcr that 
r‘Tk r? Ve ^ Atonic Verses) is basically a surrealist satire 
( The Guardian’, 11 March 1989). 

askfH‘TK Bandung File interv 'ew on Channel 4, Mr Rushdie was 
the histonr “ n , tr ° vers y> in a sense, has been on your acting on 
was that based ° l ^.^ ur an and playing with that. How muc 
entirely . ^ 0 " h,storical fact?’ His answer was: ‘Almos 
« objective inform!? eSllng thmg about Muhammad is that ther 
a "d the rSf?. about hlm other than in the sacred 
fascinating’ ("jv r nsbl P betw een people involved is absolu 
Say ’ ‘So I «houghM e a t rd ': n '’ 15 Februaf y 1989). He goes on 
8 ’ e us not try and pretend to be writing 


taS is e 

lake the ‘nd'a 11 .^ 31 . • • 

them a .. rfe alism gvil) ^ 

i Go° a 3 ... h etW e6 °, 


kn^^h'e 

-StS those .SO ««* a c , ash of 

says (hat Sis ^languages'. 9. 

»■ * ‘ *: “ 0( 'f t His bit" * hlCh !. a P ,he 

can only be conveyed by exten ^ a sexual act is a 

which requires that the freedom of expression of others be 
curtailed. Specifically, the Labour leadership should respond Dy 
‘disowning (the) initiative’ of Brian Sedgemore MP, Max Madden 
MP, Bernie Grant MP and Councillor Mohammad Ajeeb in 
asking that the blasphemy law be extended to cover Islam If von 

» Mullahs 

* & in ""iiM of b° e pe ,hal 'he con?!""' (The 


r Akht 


Sacrilege versus Civility 

(i the Mullah 

Mr Rushdie an ^ ^ mjn(j that he was writjng 

Mr R ushd,e J S bv ‘a powerful tribe of clerics’. He is not gS 
taboos iH'P^ poe.ry there is a strong and respected trad? 
,odOS °' ft, n at clerics. The poets, however, did not i ndu >" 
of poking fu" at jd , insu | t the Prophet and people elf,’’ 

pornography, nd jKin ^ ^ one Qf Martm *5? 

associated "Mb ^ , g89) . caree r clerics and self-ghet,^-* 
Statesman , - (per haps he will tell me who the latter a* 8 
Ihavenotmet any) but, like him, lam convinced that Mr R Ushd * 
£ what he was doing. I am, however, less certain whe, her 

M Mr n RusWie d |s e simply trying to stereotype Mullahs. The latte, 
like any other human beings, also have political and social 

convictions. 


Freedom of Speech 

It is a pity that Mr Rushdie’s character Swatilekha, who 
announced that battle lines are being drawn in India today is not 
an Asian Briton. 

Otherwise she would have noticed that in Britain a battle line 
separates those who believe that the freedom of speech is the only 
sacred thing in life and those who would grant the status of 
sacredness to other things including religious faiths of fellow 
human beings and the life itself, whether it belongs to a protesting 
Indian or Pakistani Muslim or a Briton. It divides those who 
believe with Mr Rushdie that ‘the offence done to our principles 
(by the Bradford flames) is as great as any offence caused to those 
who burned my book’ from those, like myself, who are offended 
) t e Bradford flames but nonetheless believe that the offence 
caused by his book is immeasurably greater. The divide between 
andft«ui° h ? ve . turned the Freedom of Speech into a new goddess 
who remaP ^ mt0 - a most exa * ted religion and those, like myse » 
like manv w 3gl )? stlc even in the presence of this new goddess o, 
°ew creed US lmS W ^° regard their own creed superior to 

terms in thrn^hn^ i* 3 Struggle and being accepted ° n ^ 
°meland appears to be an impossible 
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cC toiW , 1e d WjL first’ 
Vo** 1 * a ,i coni ‘to f isted 


J he boob bf d 

Wonic Verses , igne d for b , ish ed » p e ihi 
European Sg Peng u,n h f wi ,h headquarters 

,ke They claim the ngn thJ S position, P IU 

aGandhite, I cannot and do not support the violen 
ated by the IRA. I am also against the publication Ot 
js, articles, books etc, which insult any ethnic group. I am 
mrist. I believe that an individual’s freedom of speech is 
ined by other freedoms and also by freedoms of others, 
t a licence to insult. 

SSSS i i'" ,ad,a r" SS W?a°so‘need’io ha" d i' mus ' 

’ *“ • S ™*™! l r in ? P ro, «atmn h the bo °b 

S»,.. of ,l le 

**’«profane . ’ 

y oth M arr L_ 


Jarvo - )r °fane. 

March 1990—p 

AC °ntrac t 
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Equal Treatment 

while it is a matter of regret that the three High r 
found it impossible to include insults to Islam in I hem' He, 
on blasphemy (Guardian, May 25), it was pleasine SCn 'laL 
despite the judges expressing their inability to refer , k . read tha 
the Lords, they have left it open to the Lords to hel u Cas « In 
they choose to do so. This is surely an indication of th ' he cas e if 
ment they have experienced over this issue. ne emb arr ass . 

It is time, in my opinion, that Salman Rushdie and h 
began to appreciate that they cannot run rough-shod" 15 Pub,is hers 
faith under the very convenient claim for freedom r VCr 8en “'ne 
I would not deny that freedom of expression shoi.w u Xpress 'on 
to aim at, but it is clear that we are as yet a Ions w a ,r be an 'deal 
it. The fact that laws of blasphemy exist is proof ofm" 1 react »"? 

If such laws are still found necessary then the/ ^ bal 
established faiths, especially a faith' which ifn^" d C0Vera " 
largest faith in the world today. numerically 

(Rev) S. Raymond, 

Virgo Fidelis Convent 
London SE19. 


Source: (i 


! ».30lh May 1990 -‘Faith and Freedom'. 


by George Chryssides 

■ • • The debate ah 

ac, Wlly h readh b00k ' tseJ 'f actU 6 3ffa ' r cannot be se P ara,ed 
is so often. • indeed I am ? S f ^ s ’ and few discussants have 
fltote the tni '° Muslims th a , la , c ined t0 believe that the novel 
H angefS pensive not even prepared to 

* Gabr 'el (Gibreeh I' 3 ' ,n SU PP«« of their own case- 
Portrayed not only as sexually 


Vote * 5 


of& 


winy 


tndcorn; 






0ne rS £* Profitably 

? one seetdar « ' jf Jesus ^ ists Wjf'f sp0 useS 
Christians "° uld * iba |, or *cuto r " |jst used the.' ^ aS 

infaithfuLcrimmally^mm cou|d be published < an d 

Ofco r dom Since the conventional 

affa , ir der 

:15 * & *«*«t " ader 

an |ndeecfdTfammory°claims which bear no claim to literal truth 
can be more damaging than those that do. If a biblical scholar 
wishes to advance a particularly shocking theory about Jesus 
Christ (say, that he was a paedophile), he or she would be obliged 
to produce some kind of evidence in support of the claim and 
the contention would fall into the arena nf J 00 

debate. But if a novelist wrilec I f, , ° f P r0 P er academic 
similar allegations, he is under no such nM— 0 " Wh ' Ch makeS 
ihesis. The ‘truth’ of a novel dnec ^ ob,l gation to prove the 

ri 8<-ur ol 

fr °m the obiioatin ,C ,0n ’ ** ush die has th. necessar ily fact Bv 

y e 








w „ aid write that the present Archbishop of Cam'*'* 
» s ". d ^"o,ester or that the Pope is a practising homosexual 
is3 , C | tln.elv write a novel about a child-molester 0 1 
could •„» homosexual; but I would err greatly if I attached th« 
descriptions to historical characters whose behaviour did J 

m Moreover* iH were to claim that Rushdie is a pornography 
whose only interest is in making money out of offending lhe 
faithful I would no doubt be criticised by him and his lawyers, 
because, presumably, I had said something about him which is 
not true. Well, Rushdie should afford the same liberal courtesy 
to Muhammad before he is tempted to put words into the 
Prophet's mouth that are not true. 

To say what is not true in print is not an extension of artistic 
freedom and an enlargement of imaginative consciousness, but a 
restriction of those qualities. Misrepresentations of the truth are 
never wholesome. Anyone who creates perverted images in fiction 
is guilty - perhaps of many things - certainly of creating bad art. 
That is why Islam mistrusts all art. The canvas as well as the 
camera can all too easily lie. The same goes for the novel. By 
these criteria The Satanic Verses is an artistic failure and, given 
its author s preconceptions, it could never have been anything else. 

• His error, for which he is now paying through monstrous 
pnvations - was not to take religion seriously enough. So Rushdie 
as ecome the focus - one might say the personal incarnation- 
Mi!f U c n r L alism,s low estimate of the truth-value of religious 
sav nr J? ' bera,s nee d to be reminded that it is not liberal to 
lie: it kl e . tb,ngs wbic ^ are not true; it is the censorship of the 
because it n nctive human understanding and necessarily so 

ecause it perverts the truth. ... 

what he like^Tt^ SJ5eecb does n °t mean that anyone can say j u * 1 
because language S that the rational use of la nguage ^ 
aHnu^ t t I.® . e, f * s rational, involve truth-value. No on 
tel1 he s m the interests of free speech. For the he * 


114 



jl* it 

lly (f 

his 

,tcy °f,- W re'satire which can compar faS hionable, 

' S mediocre sa Koran ? But much 

ra' authonty o the> » - are actually ^ 

,ha ‘ ,he m fo 

^.Wifi-wsSSw' zt 




115 





ai 


Sacrilege versus Civility 

The Tale of Instant Experts on / s /, 


’am 


by Bhikhu Parckh 


In retrospecl what strikes one about the Musi 
since October is not so much their intolerance as t|, 1 • P r °te ; 
not their feeling of rage but a sense of hurt, not their * ln,|( to 
their distress, . They quietly pursued the matte anger bi 
publishers. Members of Parliament, the Attorney C W " h U 
the Prime Minister... . Neither its author nor its pubr®£ eral an 
to have taken them seriously enough to engage in a h- i e,s Scc " 
them. According to Muslim leaders, the publishers e - , f i° 8Ue '*ii| 
reply to their letters and telegrams or did so without ^ n ° 
of urgency and seriousness. As for Rushdie himself i y Sense 
to dismiss the protesters as illiterate fanatics who had*’ ' C lende<l 
nor understood the book and were only bent on neallerrc ad 
critical scrutiny of their cherished dogmas. su PP r essing a 

The British press was just as dismissive Neither ih 
the quantity papers published the offending passaged qUal,,y " 0r 
Muslim spokesmen to slate their case or themcJf ’ mviled 
attempt to read the book with their eJes i? t ! ^ made a » 
the Muslims, accused them of ‘intolerance’ an^ mocked 
tolerant society should tolerate the int2 ’ " d w °ndered if a 
were intensely frustrated and ,iL a^dahho | h ° Ug f MuS ' imS 
viduaJs spoke of violence nnM .• althou S h isolated indi- 

threatened Rushdie's or h^Vtfe’shfe T’ l ° '" y knowled ^ 

°r his house sompfhinr» * e ’ or even threw a stone at 

could have easily done at*/?* 006 ? f the thousand s of hotheads 
vulnerable. at a t,me w hen he was unguarded and 

Muslims were called ^barha ® 0 * to a ,orrent of denunciation. 

compared to the Nazis. Mon mnS -’ ‘ uncivi,ised ’. ‘fanatics’, and 

anrf entla,s ' openly wonder?/i? nter ’ some °f impeccable liberal 

and protea their innoc^m ®r® h ° W Britain could ‘civilise’ then, 

The a c menla hsm’. Hardlv L ®® ny a S a ' nst theirparent’s ‘medieval 
intoie “ ,<W ' C Verse s was m? 0 " 6 ap P recialed that the burning of 
oflibr,r nCe ’ and ^ a t it bor. rC 3n act °** impatience than of 
out either fh ndpersec ution nf° rej ?emblance to the Nazi burning 
® ert hatonlyaf e ^ ° f ' n * e, lectuals. No one cared to point 
n| hs earlier, several Labour Members 
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Voic eS 


of 


Civility 


con 


• n rtl ,eS 

„ e « nwJfli'St' as * 

which a 

lhe Mu.il-" j-SS-aS 

0 ^ e protest. • ’ * t j 0 n to n ct th e en 

»nfc»« eda " d „the so“ rce 

Sd,r»«« “ ”E K5g of stones W » r thc 

Jenkins (The Independent, 1 March 1989) thundered against the 
Bradford auto-da-fe\ that ‘barbaric act of intolerance , ana 
congratulated Mrs. Thatcher for standing up, like a good Christ¬ 
ian, for a writer who had been rude to her. . . 

All the newspapers, including the liberal, debated whether 

a-arrtr fir ,he 'r teram 

otherwise perceptive editorial in TU 3 dan S erous doctrine. An 
1989) thundered against the evils oft lnde P endent (18 February 

« ,sled mSS'K ed t unt laiiien. 

" a sso,ihougin and)!)’ s ? cle V and that (hi, a ogn,se that they 

r Br s 

In de ^ ‘ 


^r^ough^^ndone^.like'th''^ f «d ep ~ e 2' CQ *o 


^olh 


e ed b v , n ‘ n es e 


hh'ndj, 


sect 
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, d ^Afnrd Muslims, then against all British 

.<* ““J, y , a £ n ” “»»£?•' 


nr 1PClttl * , _inctQiil pvnnrtv: nn «u . 


a 'eftist, 


Some l '^ ra ', doni became instant experts on the Koran tr- 
SUCh t a lf its Sieged inhumanity and ‘bloodthirsty’ c 0 „ Ce >> 
"Unfavourably compared them to the Bible and ,t s ^I‘ n of 
£ and gave us most valuable insights into the psychofa 
f^ med eval crusaders. The neutral observers were left Wond f « 
ln C which side of the debate lay ‘fundamentalism’, ‘medievafet 
and intolerance'. The history of the last one thousand y ears Jj 
its crusades, the white man s - and latterly woman’s - burd 
and the ‘civilising empire, was tragicomically re-enacted before 
our eyes, and its white and brown dramatis personae parroted 
well-worn lines of their banal roles in all too familiar accents 
The conservative press fully shared these rather ugly f ee |j n „ s 
and was less inhibited about expressing them .... 

Source: Dan Cohn-Sherbok (ed.). The Salman Rushdie Controversy in Interreliti. 
ous Perspective, Lampeter, UK, The Edwin Mellen Press, 1990, pp. 74-$o_ 
‘The Rushdie Affair and the British Press’. 


Liberalism’s Holy War 

by Richard Webster 

Wh*r» ^ t * 1en ’ ' s our much vaunted freedom of speech? 
answer iuh C f fc ee ^° m t0 P u * 5 *'sh which we prize so much? The 

constrained 1 indee^Tv" 1 - ° f expression we en i°y is ^ narr ° Wl) . 

freedom of ^• ^ 1SIS one reason w hy the arguments about 

<0 defend Thelaanii ' iberals frec l uentl y advance '" or ^ 

mately, daneern.K r Ve / ses > are both ill-considered and, ulti 
a society where nra . or 1I tJlese arguments are calmly advanced in 
the novel is subject^ 1 tuHy every medium of expression other than 
wh ere every Dmora the most complex and elaborate restrictions, 
jetted by guardians !!l at We watch on television has been 
as been censored anH Ut> u C decenc y; where every film we se , 
acourages us to f 0rppt l* cenc e we extend to a 

f0rgel th * every ‘non-artistic’ picture ever 


p 3 ' 5 

Wss£00-^ 

ggtiS'"-' 

tnenl’ • , 

o" *** 

The noose of anti g r jtain during British Muslims 

«• We 

‘JSZ !«*e Thatis«hy , j IVI H be, nor how 

and indiscriminate lo.e of WOT. 
The consequences of inverting prejudice in this way can De seen 
all too clearly in the history of European and American attitudes 
towards Jews in this century. For what has happened in many 
quarters is that a profound and irrational anti-semitism has been 
replaced by an attitude which amounts to philo-semitisnr in both 

• «£££S 

inteli prdmcians and Israeli soldiers 10 rele ase both 

r«^! i5 S«“:S«are notde . 

l!Z3^5ZZ'**»'%£2r * we ha 'e 

,lls ""ciive £, ' as 1 have 

.d5 ,o « 5, B i t wh ct i ris,i « of 



. religious believers, but compound the , 

" cm V’ n 'niiv t are doing something which is prof() N, 
with obscenity • ', ndiv destructive. For most religi ons 
repressive and > insulted. They almost i"jS 

gSJ'aJtr. which is inflicted on them and grow 

rigid and more cruel- Is!am into the most cruel ,, 

1( -SiSere has ever been, we should go on fig 
ias "he Wesfhas been doing for very many centuries, and 
Sa m n Rushdie is now do.ng on our behalf If, however, We ar 
7n.ercs.ed in the future and vitality of our own culture,' 
respecting the dignity of Muslims and in preserv.ng ordinary 
human sensitivity, we should decide that we can do without a 
paperback of The Satanic Verses. We should also start to face up 
to our own responsibilities and recognise that Salman Rushdie 
has been betrayed into his terrible ordeal not primarily by his 
insensitivity but by ours .... 

In Good Faith 

It is such extreme language, which is potentially the most violent 

and the most insulting of all the registers available to Western 

writers, which, in the pages of The Satanic Verses , is brought into 

conjunction with some of the most sacred traditions of Islam. 

Although there are other perceived insults in the book, this in 

itself would be enough to create a sense of outrage among the 

Muslim faithful. When it is joined to the brothel scenes where 

t e whores take the names of the Prophet’s wives, to the knowing 

use t e book makes of the street obscenities of Bombay and to 

Mnhlm ° a ** anc ‘ ent Christian term of abuse, Mahound, for 

reeard ^ uJr 1S ^ e . wonc ^ er that many Muslims have come to 

cultural trait 16 « sim P 1 y as an opponent of Islam, but as a 

into the hands ^ h ^ S °^ S ° me ^eir mOSt sens ’ t ‘ ve SCCre * 
me enemy. 

A ^ef History of Blasphemy 

’° be especiaHv d seiK> eVer ’ tllat Muslims have very good reas°" 
figures. For both Chr r ‘° Such ,rea tment of their own sac 
h ChriS lan polemicists and Western orientals 


;n> ,a - ;kno' v ' *£.« t^° i fantas ,e * c ede d 1 . - s fici 
'***%£. “'“"ifiW [e vived nol sy | f t, 0 ,n to * 

Western media, vv 1 . w onder tha same time 

a ld safety i" 'h' West 

i'lrrS.c^ surprising tha. 
r, threatened Given all ,h '*' ' h publication of Rushdie S 

sHm'SKk. - ,h r r£ r fo'"“s 

,n passionate terms to Penguin Books pleading for the DOORS 
withdrawal. It is not surprising either that, when these passionate 
pleas failed to produce any real response, these Muslims should 
have resorted to more dramatic methods, burning the book in 

public in an attempt to interest the media in their campaign. . 

Source: Webster, R<ABrief History of Blasphemy, Orwell Press, Suffolk, 1990. 

XBPONSE FROM DIFFERENT Faiths 
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Sacrilege versus Civility ^ 

, ^le and of an intensity probably Unni 

0 ntl*otheron *H» le y un ma% 

in modem W* • , egis | a tive controls to defuse , he 
1" a sc Ind to promote inter-religious co-existe nce > 
supertensionsiand > P exjsting | aws G | blasphemy be 

Christian confines. Some Chri s « a > 

^aSUp^^^-Bunbdieve^ 

lies elsewhere. ( | ie i s | a mic Society for the Pm„ 

T th «ce in the UK asked me last October to^ 

°f ReUgiou nst (he publication of The Satanic Verses I 
h re P ed and 8 he was informed that I deprecate not only ' 
(Scation of established historical records but the of| enc 
caused to the religious conviction and susceptibilities of counties 
citizens In a civilised society we should generate respect for other 
people's religious beliefs and not tolerate a form of denigration 
and ridicule which can only breed resentment to the point of 
hatred and strife. 

While I fully share the world-wide outrage at the murderous 
threat against the book’s author, publishers and distributors, I 
stand by my view that the book should not have been published 
for the reasons I gave, now reinforced by subsequent events which 
have already cost many lives and may yet erupt into more sinister 
national and international upheavals. 

In my view Jews should not seek an extension of the blasphemy 
laws. In any event, the Jewish definition of blasphemy is confined 
to cursing God” and does not include an affront to any prophet 
(not even Moses, in our case). Living in a predominantly Christian 
society, with an established Church, we should be quite content 
o eav e the legislation on blasphemy as it stands enshrining the 
"£-"«*? **«* majority faith. 

intolerahip d j 0ncern us are not religious offences but social 

caicu,ated « r a to mate «««**« 

or tyencouragingm u U r de r ell8IOlJS bel ' CfS ‘° scurrll ° US C °" P ' 

speech, the one^h!, 6 3nd ttle . Ayatollah have abused f reedoI J’j 
man y millions of 1 P rovocat i v ely offending the genuine fa* „ 
t0 mur ^r c^ fde ;°ut bel, evers , and thc g oth er by a pub 
an ostensibly sniritu ^ Bering a rich material revva 

y Plntual d( *d. It Should be illegal to allow either 



Yours sincerely, 

Jakobovits, 

Office of the Chief Rabbi 

Permission to reproduce this letter, published in The Times (4th February, 1989), 
granted by the Chief Rabbi. 


Runae Calls for Broader Legislation 

by Sandra Barwick 
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BCC, 'Grave Concern’ at Impact of Rushdie Controversy 

•The British Council of Churches expresses grave concern ai 
the damaging effect on inter-faith and commumty relations of , h 
ontroversy surrounding Salman Rushdie s novel The Satanic 
vises We recognize something of the deep pain and hurt 
experienced in the British Muslim community because it believes 
that the Prophet of Islam has been dishonoured. . . . 


‘. A Pre-Renaissance Habit of Mind?’ 

‘. Here is a book that can be read as attacking, however 
cloudily and symbolically, the probity of Islam’s founder and the 
authenticity of the revelation he recorded. A comparable offence 
to Christianity would be held by many believers to be blasphemy. 
Leviticus declared blasphemy to deserve death by stoning;... 
-Editorial, Church Times , 24th February 1989. 


. L.IUI1U me 


ui rice rvAjji lvmuii . 


The row over Salman Rushdie’s book The Satanic Verses rai; 
important questions for us all. What are the limits to the right 
ree expression? What are the rights of religious communities 
protection from insult? What are our duties as Christians to c 
0I ? : JJ ei ^°urs? Christians must make special efforts to rea 
the Govp '' and lovin 8 | y *° a community that feels rejected. A 
look apain ment, L W ^ e P rotect ' n g all citizens from violence, mi 
protection*™ -‘ he ,‘ aw of blas phemy. If Christianity met 
many follower" lnsu L 1, wba * about the other ancient religions" 1 
ers m , he land?’ _ Editorial, The Universe. 


. a Muslims both here and throughout the 
h ad deep'yoff 6 ;^ flings and I firmly believe that off e ^ 
ei understand the followers of 'slam or any oth er 

,he religious^ffence to the relig.ous behefs of Christian ^!" 1 

2ist February 1989 ■ Runcie ca,is f ° r 


Source 
Legislation 


f civilW 

Voi^° f The S3‘ an ' | f yes^ d % 


• P llblisherS ..c, the.^^of Tne 0 TeX the 0 V,shd ie ; 




of < he 1‘^'the b0 ,°^ J,7sh° wing 


their 

diplomatic row n mgB 


The lnter-f 

•The! 


World Conference Religi 0n and Peace 

Dear Sir, 

Th‘t Vrrm * 

Rttshdie boo^ c ®. m munitie s in 8htS and Prowr S ltI1S lr 

"Sensitive t0 *, 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

and pain in which Muslims find themselves Th 
ruled that the law of blasphemy is i nappjj cah , c °Urt s . 
discuss this problem with inter-faith dialogic blJ t e tin, 

We deplore all calls to violence which cor ne{, d,' 
aspirations of all religious traditions JViusi • Ve, ’e th Ur &i)| 
shown themse/ves to be peace-loving and i in Briif%e« 
and responsible Muslim leaders are resol T' ab ' d ino " S 
problem within the framework of law , to apnf Clti *nl 
inequalities in that law will be redressed ' is °Urh Ch Hi. 

religions will be fully protected. d and that ; ,ii Pc thl 

The World Conference on Re/ipion n, ' n orih! 

with our Muslim friends, and would Id- ^ Peac e assn 
debate to a more sympathetic ann ^ '° m ° Ve from , C / a(e s itsetr 
society. Ii is our hope that writers PP> f aisa l of Js/am; !^ e Presem 
more self-discipline in dealing with th PUb,lsfler s will 1 ,fe *n o Uf 
religious neighbours. 8 " h the most sacred W e *er c jl 

. Jff are dee Pb' concerned that the ^ ^ of ,f >eir 

lead to persecution of the M,,fr end re su/t of,u 

ac t of terrorism were to take ,' mS in «>e Welt J he coult 
- X? 0n, - V affirm ou betr ^ Ce this -ouw£ n fl Ha 

■SKSt” 0 "' vio ''"- 

lf niR° CUSo n Chritii- . 


Voices °f°" ly pope 

Rushdie hut / 

Cardinals Spea* °^ ent 

by Brian Dooley 

, of I von slammed 

•¥j«* who were offended by a film «*“* 

XZLZSSS. rLy «is the Moslems by Urn bool 

about the Prophet.. . . , 

In America, Cardinal John O'Connor of New York expressed 
solidarity with local Moslems upset about The Satanic Verses. 

“We deplore the belittling or ridiculing of anyone ’s religion ’ ... 

One Vatican historian, Fr Robert Graham, has urged the Pope 
to speak out against the criticisms of Islam in the book “It 

** M R „ std . bui 
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^ PP- 3, 4 > 5 y \Q iS l(,C Affair - Responses 


Rushdie Denounce n 

by Vat ‘can Pa P e/ aSpflenu 
by Michael 
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which thereby become blasphemous.”.. . 

SOURV ©nc Independent, 6th March 1989 - 'R ushdi 
il^hcmVrhy Vatican Paper. Dl 


'enou. 


""*d. 


Graham Backs Muslims on Verses 

The evangelist Billy Graham said yesterday that I 
with Muslims protesting against Salman Rushd.V S ^ m P a, liisai 
Satanic Verses. e s book. ^ 

At a press conference to launch his Mission so 
London he compared demonstrations aeaincr .u cru sad e 
Christian protests in the US against the film The l !n M ^ 
ofChnst, whtch many thought was blasphemous lemp,ali °" 

Soutcc:©The Guardian, 2nd June 1989- ‘Graham Backs Muslims on Verses' 

Church Leaders Unite to Condemn BBC 

chantly defended M^S^lman' Rushd CrS Banquet ' which tre "- 

^gtousfundamentalism.wascondet H an o heaped scorn " 

• Ue S COndem ned m Bradford yesterday. 

irr mme dlstress, ng'and h! R |( V Robert Williamson, called 
fferejetj ^ humffi «5 d 8 to a Mus,im community 

proerT Ch ' ,dren hewa^fam T° Wln8 the sort of smiling, cheerful 
&r ere P-ed,: o f r '' ar ^ in Bradford schools, the 

,CS,eacf "ngthe,rch,ld ren , 0 h d f , Kvoltin 8 scenes of Muslim fana 
Source-(p|7yL „ 0I, 't their heads until they bled”.. . • 

Bbc. VTht Median ,2„dA. 

Sust 1989 - 'Church Leaders Unite to Condemn 
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,0^'- um c ,„ot ,e °° . , Takes ll* e 

' 1989 - . , ‘Out rage We jo | TaKC 

John vmcent. of Money an d 

March 'H oVhs, ‘ Satanl c'hruary, l" a . The T irrieS ’ * 

■ "$ 2 * 2 * wxs ' 

":,„i * b»»i. ™ „ Tima i ,tn 

&■'» ■«„,»* of BtopSomy, » 

62-8 , . , Ttu> Times 26th December, lyW- 

faith Moves a Mountain, The Ti , f . m > 7/ic 

Christine M. Cottam, The Crusades View of Islam , 

Guardian, 12th July, 1990. , IQQn 

•Faith Moves a Mountain’, The Times, 26th December, IWU. 
‘Rushdie Did Hurt Muslims, says Carey’, The Daily Telegraph, 

23rd November, 1991. 

Richard Webster, ‘A 20th ^nh.n; tv.- 

I Oth July, 1992. 


Century Crusade’, The Bookseller, 
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chapter 5 

The Muslim Argum ent 

by M.M. Ahsan 

A number of leading Orientalists have made special studies of 
the Qur’an and some of them have translated it into European 
languages. On the whole the attitude of such scholars of the 
Occident has been unsympathetic and sometimes hostile. There 

-r° /"'i regard fhe QurSn as the writing of the Prophet 

sallaAllahu alayhi wa sallam and nnt o C th* v IU P neij 

fcwordofGod revealed through the annlfr^ 115 '," 1 . rCgard jt > 

ec hoes of 


-»!*?• of,en ^ 


ai 

**•*«#, , 


No'?^ 
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. , deliberate attempt has been made by many Q 

sometimes » *" on the leachings of Islam by chaHeln'^ 
talists to cast douw ^ (he Sunnah Christian m 8 " 1 ' 

authenticity of lj$ts have quite often tried to prove’, 
an d Jewish some p 0r tions of the Qur’an and H 

orin , K C md or inconsistent and are, therefore, "n r & 
* “"S he Islamic way of life. However, such One n blt 
r e h S '° their attack on the flimsiest of intellectual grou ^ h 
In thispaper. an attempt has been made to analyse the Oriental! 
^legations about the incorporation of the so-called Satanic^ 
in the Qur an - a theme discussed with relish by almost all Wes! 
writers on the life of the Prophet. 

Before proceeding further, let us look at the story of th e 
so-called ‘Satanic’ verses 3 which Orientalists like William Muir 
Theodor Noldeke, among earlier writers, and W. Montgomery 
Watt among contemporary ‘biographers’ of the Prophet, narrate 
with their usual ‘masterly’ comments. 4 These writers apparently 
base the story on some historical sources which, at first sight, 
seem quite weighty but on critical investigation fail to satisfy the 
criteria of historical criticism. 5 Muslim writers in the past such as 
Ibn Ishaq, Ibn Hisham, al-Suhayll (the commentator of Ibn 
Hisham and the author of Rawd al-Unuf), Ibn Kathlr, al-Bayhaqi, 
Qadi ‘Iyad, Ibn Khuzaymah, ar-RazI, al-Qurtubl, al-‘AynI, al- 
Shawkani, etc., as well as contemporary and near contemporary 
writers like Abul A‘la MawdudI, Sayyid Qutb, Muhammad 
Husayn Haykal, etc., have all rejected the story as preposterous 
and without foundation. 6 

At-Tabari, Ibn Sa‘d and some other Muslim writers have 
they vary considerably in matters of detail) 
unlr Q , Pr0phet Mu hammad, solid Alldhu ‘alayhi wa sallow 
J *" ,C ins Piration added two verses to Surah ati-Najm 
W* which are as follows: 7 

is to be^oped^foH] 50 ^ 0 ^ ° neS ( c * e * t * es )’ w ^ ose i nterceSS ’° n 

of Surah recited these along with ° ther ^ e ? 0 

lm ,n the Prayer. The idolaters of Makkah who 
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thine’ ,he , r . ...hirh read: 


<-r -°T ~ • 

They were constantly trying to tempt you away hom i that 
which We have revealed to you, so that you may substitute 
in its place something of your own, in which case they would 
have actively taken you as a friend. And if We had not made 
you firm, you might have indeed inclined to them a little. 
Then We would have made you taste a double punishment 

God revealed the 

‘vf-J'rrlOilci, 

•^1 » 


^ e never Wa 

hc Pitied T H Senta lessen 
3 a ^sire, &*?»8er 


s ,n It. Th 


Then 


y ° u and 


Allah 
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other ' vn,c ^'' t he Qur'an. The story would, among othe > 
their Mew® on ^ hjs Companions took h 

"°°' God ' nob ° d> '* :: ' 
«“ *»» *" d iK " nl “ K in Ihe h !hl 

U i JnH external evidence and evaluate it on the ba«. 
criteria of historical criticism. In doing so first of all one has " 0 
find out the chronological sequence in the story and establish 
whether or not all its details relate to one period and a , e 
interconnected. Special attention should also be devoted t0 
determining the periods of revelation of the three verses men- 
tioned in the report which will validate or falsify the episode. 

It can be easily gleaned from the story that the incident of 
reciting the ‘Satanic’ verses and the consequent prostration of the 
disbelievers in the Ka‘bah happened after the first batch of 
Muslims had migrated to Abyssinia. This migration, according 
to all reliable historical sources, occurred in the month of Rajab 
of the fifth year of the Prophetic call or about eight years before 
the Hijrah to Madinah. Therefore, the incident must have 
happened close to this date and not long after the migration to 
Abyssinia. 

The verses of Surah Banilsrail (17: 73-5) which were revealed, 
according to the story, to ‘admonish’ the Prophet for allegedly 
reciting the ‘Satanic verses’, in fact were not revealed until after 
t e event of the Mi‘raj. The Mi'raj or the Ascent of the Prophet, 
accor mg to historical sources, occurred in the tenth or eleventh 
K z w 0phetic call > i e - about two or three years before 
verses - 1! t0 ^ a , dina ^- ^this is so, then it implies that the ‘Satanic 
about the^n 01 ^f^ted or f° r some reason no mention was ma e 
and onlv a f tp eged ! nter P°* at ‘ on °f the verses for five or six yea 
sensible^person 3 ^ v** the Pro P het admonished for it. Cana y 
interpolation orr ^ ^‘la MawdudI, believe tha 
years later and the rS K t0day -’ while the admonition takes pl a . 
announced after n i ro ^ at * on °f the interpolated verses is D 
fter nine Years (cf. Sirat-i Sarwar-i ‘Alam, Vol. 2. P 


**; and 

Offensive ‘v***, 'the eafl ! e happ ened; th 



' \ .— ; 'oo, 

?SoS e S al ‘ Ut and al-‘Uzza and 

lv i slon - The i l 1116 fem?le s ri Are th e m 

them from 
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If one rca ^ s faite to understand how Go 8 d oifth^ Ve ht s 
qU0, 1iSede.ties and on the other discrediting, hcm gN 
iSp ^ fl uent phrases quoted above, t is also difflj^ 

the suhsequen P drew the conclusion from th is ' N 
h0W m* mad salUl Allahu ‘alayhi wa sal lam, Was C Vi 

rjssr^ *" d - a ■»“'» «v?5 


Drawing conclusions from various reports connected wi, U 
5t ory Wa« suggests that ‘at one time Muhammad must £ 
publicly recited the Satanic verses as part of the Qur'an;* 
unthinkable that the story could have been invented later b 
Muslims or foisted upon them by non-Muslims. Secondly, a , som 
later time Muhammad announced that these verses were not really 
part of the Qur’an and should be replaced by others of a vastly 
different import’. 10 Watt’s suggestion that Muhammad replaced 
the ‘Satanic’ verses with some others of a vastly different import 
is pure speculation. If one takes the ‘Satanic verses’ to be true, 
it would imply that the verses to be found in 53: 19f. were not 
revealed in the same period. Watt’s suggestion also implies that 
Muhammad and his followers read the ‘Satanic’ verses in place 
of or in addition to the verses found in the Qur’an for ‘weeks and 
even months’ and that when Muhammad later realized that these 
verses could not be correct, then the true version and continuation 
of the passage was revealed to him. This supposition is again pure 
speculation and is not based on any historical data. The story 
which we have summarized in the beginning suggests that 
Muhammad did not realize his fault until God admonished him 
six years later and that the matter was rectified perhaps another 
two and a half years after. 

J‘*° bvious that Watt and other Orientalists accept part of the 
to find a rC ip C ? the otber P arts apparently because they are una e 
int^e stZ ^ 0r r qUence - Hadthere been any element oftrut 
Prophet a?d * C ° U d bave cause d a scandal against Islam an 
literature d f tad must ^ ave f° un d its place in the 

Sihah Sittah) h L lS the authentic Hadlth collection (namely 1 
the story? Dnp< nS f 1CU0US ^ s ^ ent about the scandalous pa 

established fact \h*°u 1 t0 the conclusion, contrary aS 
11 f ailed to record , { ^ adlth literature itself is very defec i'' 
COrd such an important event which led the Pr°P he 
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>iu n ; n ,.ration the Quraysh 

! j, is quite likely that after: their' o inventing 

S deities which 

ce.s 8 of .he idolaters and 
ms prostrating together spread quickly and it even reac ^ 
iinia with the additional rumour that Muhammad had 
died with the Quraysh and that hostility no longer existed 
:en them. 

anfronuhe absurd nature of the story and the external and 

SMS assy-* - *• rX m h 

;ou nd on th ° ne regards th e l| Ustlf >ed by reason ^ ° ther 
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a true narration (which it lacks), no Muslim trad V equir em 
this storv because it stands in dear contradiction V'° ni *< Mil 
beliefs of the Muslims. The first few verse* ” 5° e»»k 
themselves vety clearly say: of Sur a f, 

- °>AJ| 

-(a-I i 

By the star when it sets; your comn an ' 

he deviate; nor does he speak out of h '° n errs n °t nn 
revelation that is revealed - One m f u eS,re - '< is noth ( 
him. (53:1-5) ° ne M 'ghty j„ power S’* 

(® 2 «<). i , i , fur , b „ deelared: 

* Cr—n " " ^ - 

He reveals nnt u,o 

SKajt^iaStrTT 1 v-» 

they have .r/i^ and after him s/th ? u akes a guard lo 

tru, y delivered the Messace of 5? m f know * 

, ^ ese and other ve g f the,r Lord 

source. If ^/s° acce P ( anything/,,' then^ *' * S not P ossib,efor 
believe i„ Z' s s °- then how can o ° Ufan from any external 
’f'hy the lead, n „?' Ca,,ed story 0 f t h T take sen °usly, let alone 
s, °^ as mf, ,raditi onistsand ‘ Sa,anic Nation'? This is 

f bat an emine n ,' l 1035 an d without 6 ^ CtIStS * n ^ s i am i lave regarded 
, ls To'rikh and rtv, ISIonan like at t ? u " dat, °n. It is unfortunate 
ka( ear, y Musli ld L 0t ma ke anv'' at>an ment ioned this story in 
*™ e trmes acteS-^torians a"tho°T ent on ir 11 «* t0 ben0,ed 
: e 'o their Cn a ‘ta P Lm h i h Meticulous in their isncd 

Zlf h a bid t o W,edge t aTi recordi "g anything that 
0rn > they Se ,j ren, ain object' Und and apparently reliable 
y e ' don >gaveS/ r Cdve a "d convey the message* 

Wn opinion and refrained front 


f/rc 


Mu* 1 ' 1 * 


■illlX’" 1 


Arg ‘ W their ad i :; ve ry 


aU tH e 




ding the rea^/he 
ld,ng -ltion J, u;c book 0 ilS 0 n 


(S thereby ga'iexcept'OH^js bo°* uS 0 n 

ililfgfg? 

^ merely r«P or ^ d '1 u a / h a methodology tbe r d try to 

? g mat advantage m such ^ advantage 0 this M {he 
^scrupulous people y djd jndee d in the fa I’ mo re 

“-rX-,° f Ib h „ e sTd te an a i Tome Sther historians and scholars 
recorded this story in their works does not prove that the Story 
itself is true. Modern researchers know that there are a number 
of reports and events which have been proved incorrect in the 
light of historical criticism and other available facts One mav 

" K -° f 

ar-Rashfd's sister ‘Abbasah was secretlvTn t rep0rt . that Ha ™n 

ta ™ »»«c, £%“ d ° V' h Haru„’ s 
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Gh>f4niq ,„d Related Quranic Problems’, Israel Orient, ^ } 

(l^t.PP ^'becn inspired by the writings of Mawlana A b u , A 
This article h“ "" among other sources, on his monumental r>, . A lj 

Ma»dudi*nd nba ■ n ^ hjs study on the hfe of the p ropha Qu 'inic 

„ctcsis. ToP>"” a , ^ both in Urdu. It is unfortunate that d L , " lcd 

M Alam, w - rnl ,|., u “e to 


Slnst-i So r »* ' i979 Maw |ana MawdudT could not comm, 0 
death in ffP' orientalists- writings on the Sir ah of the Prophet -ii'!* 
C "' 1“S °12d«essor, Allamah Shibli Nu’mani (1857-1914) the celebra' a 
«**'« also took to the grave and was 
aUlh0, l h during his lifetime for various reasons. "* *» 

^."devotes mom than eight pages in his Muhammad a, Mecca, o*f 0l(1 
1960 PP 101-9. to narrating and evaluating the story. A summary of this 
.„L b i„ his 1968 publication What is Islam?, Longman and Librain, 
de Liban, pp. 42-5; the new edition of this book (1979) also ret ai „ s tht 
story without any change. See also The Introduction to the Q u ,- in 
originally written by Richard Bell, but revised by him, Edinburgh, 1970 
pp 55-6. For similar far-fetched arguments and analysis of the story see 
Michael M.J. Fischer and Mehdi Abedi, ‘Bombay Talkies, the Word and 
the World: Salman Rushdie’s Satanic Verses ', Cultural Anthropology 
Washington, Vol. 5, No. 2, 1990, pp. 107-59, in particular pp. 124-30. 
Note their curious argument. ‘The story that Muhammad could have used 
the Satanic suggestion is rejected by almost all exegetes, but the fact that 
the story persists as a subject of exegetes’ discussions is testimony to the 
reality of the temptation both for Muhammad and for later Muslims in 
their own struggles with such ‘Babylons’ as London, New York, Paris, or 
Hamburg’ (p. 127). 

This is why some of the more discerning scholars in the West such as the 
Italian L. Caetani and the Briton John Burton have rejected the story as 
baseless and suggested different motives for the concoction of the outrage¬ 
ous tale (cf. L. Caetani, Annali, dell ’ Islam (Milan, 1906), No. 1, pp. 
279-81; J. Burton, Those are the High-Flying Cranes’, Journal of Semitic 
Studies, Vol. 15, No. 2,1970, pp. 246-65). 

r u A Urdu Qur’anic exegesis, Tafhim al-Quran, 

lQ7Q° r v | 9 P’ PP- 238-45, and Sfrat-i Sarwar-i ‘Alam, Lahore. 

PV9h ’ 0 PP- ^-8, critically examines all the aspects of the story and 
thornJhi, c wr,t 1 ,ngs of ear, y Muslim scholars on the subject quite 

Beirut 8 wd S v. a f ’ among others > Sa yy id Q utb > Fi al -Q uran ; 

translated inJp’ Vi? - 2431 ~ 3; MH - Haykal, The Life of Muhammad , 
Publications lQ 7 E A n8 ' Sh in by Ism§ ‘ n R a| -Faruqi, North American Trust 
London, 197g It ^onT" 14 ’ and Zakaria Bashier, The Meccan Crucible , 
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, , . -JL> rT^ ei.yi. 




U#' 


m0 +**$£$*■ 

«» i t General 
iMulffl* Annotation 


0 %**r* 

10 . “ J 


Watt 


Muhantrr 


Pll min( Sacrilege is Not Acceptable 

by M.H. Faruqi 

. Living in London, the cultural capital of the English 
language and exposed to all media distortion and denigration of 
Islam and Muslims (nothing is ever right about them), one must 
confess, one has got used to the thing. It is not unconcern or 

^s.“ , s^ i ;?Kid^x raed ' 0ur a,ti,ude 

''nutations and of the realitv that th ^ r u e i C0 § nitl0n of Our 
"*«■ and can only be tackl^ Pr ° blem is lar ge and 
^ n «ms the place and value of i f ° Ver 3 P eri °d of time It 

r “d in 

JJ* fact °rs of prejudice eSPe u Ct ourse lves. ° UtSlder Cannot 

anf' 3 , 1 - Cha »enged 
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, ■ a whole corps of missionary orientalists was, 
h,m ' A derstand Islam and then criticise aiTd ! ' SC|1 


be upon - unoen>ia |,v ' ---- "‘wse 

but in order nou confuse an d distort lest their 


c °onte, 


i, Thepl "^d to Islam which was not a new faith: 
were ‘"^‘ confirmation and completion of the faith of7 s a 
"fu^sma God's peace be upon them). of Hs 

an Sga ‘he Muslim world had political and intellectual 
a unslim society presented itself as an open book on Islam- 
* 77ble for the non-Muslim to compare the orientalist verd'n! 

deciding and accepting the Truth, Islam. 1 hat situation has vast", 
changed. The earlier corps of missionary orientalists has since 
been fortified by a later arrival of Zionist orientalists and now we 
are beginning to have Hindu experts of Islam . 

The Muslim response to this intellectual development has less 
to do with setting their own house in order, protecting their own 
i political and intellectual sovereignty and building and strengthen¬ 
ing their institution of learning. 

On popular level we have declarations and denunciations: 
declarations which betray lack of seriousness and denunciations 
which are patently hollow. On official plane Muslim institutions 
and authorities bend over backwards to appease the very same 
experts. Not long ago these ‘experts’ used to be invited even to 
help draft their family law and advise on ‘reforming’ Islam. Today 
a whole set of similar experts are busy writing laws and blue-prints 
for social, economic and educational policy for the entire Muslim 
world. r 

The Western media is sought to be appeased by expensive 
pubi, c relations exercises and offering them huge advertising 
monlTs C , nd ’ the re 8 imes end up with losing both their 
bv whatpv he ”i dlrone - Although one feels immediately affected 
it is an nnon ,Sd °« by the electr °nic or the print media because 

abuses are vJUfk ^ and more often than not the slightS 
innocent of the hu [. tfu1, y et the media can be regarded as quit 

a ndeditori f al wnV aU ‘ FlrStly ’ m0St of the i ournalists ’ c0,umn '^ 

Muslim world ar/ S ’ m re P ort ing or commenting about Islam a 
fr °m the perceptions pr ^ sumabl y quite honestly - only drawl 

an <J Is iamol 0 Pist c p and i ; esource file of their experts, orientate 

writer be expected t COnd y ’ how can a non-Muslim journals 

P Cd t0 res Pect Islam or Muslim sensitivities when 




7 m 
sli * 113 






/Vb 


tin'' 


ien f 


1 


!a^ 


lliv 


jn* 5 


W* 9 


511 - 




0\ ^ 

^c.ir 


;,t to 


111* 


jUi 1 




a & 

1 lack 

: o^y~ Rat" 1 "' 

S- nt 






15H WM 
t, 0lie 




rfUtS «•*?&* »“?, I n.or« *** 

to 






Oil' 

1 


; 10" 


ht0 „., as so"> e made 

*&£>* •*X2£r- n^Anglian, 

gom n g through his dirty 

1 book mid 1986 when Rushdie 1 g J about India and 

^JS?S”*«-..-ss,do.masoch^.bu, 
one had no clue as to what filth he was going to come Up With 
this time. The book was published in Britain last month and we 
are waiting for the review copy to arrive - which did not - and, 
if interesting, to do a piece on this latest tome from this growingly 

interesting author - in the light of the advance publicity lavished 
by the media. 3 
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^"^S£S» l ><San^” aoceal1 his „'fhis 

Sfi'KES* ..lues SO .ha. no one can pom, 

'StcRushUie was more forthcoming and tmthful when 
he was speaking to India Today , (15th September 1988). He WQS 
not trying to equivocate. He was speaking with a sense of coming 
triumph. 


Pans of the novel have been in my head since I first began to 
®dy Islamic history at the University 20 years ago Actually 
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la, ' lhe d d . ec,dew hetherSn ‘ an ldea ’' 


. I « tiff* *> COm prornise oV 3 nevv thing 

>ih'eangei' 31 " a "d not bdj* P CW w as of'lh 1 Bey ° nd 
l$ arnply &*£?* devi1 -’ 8 3ble t0 te H th^, P /°P h et 


’ SlC k or al» . 

altr utsti C) 


Sacrilege versus Civility 

|jshed in Indian marines made it absolutely clear , hat 

sacrilege wnsfreedom of an individual even to fantasise m.. 
We concede ring 0 n a piece of paper if j, g ^ fl "h 


and to pu< down 


any s ed shahabuddin said, no civilised s <vi 

fflWE*-" fi,th and «■55 

•tKS 'he rising anger of the Muslim community, R ushdj 
was now saying: ‘How could 1 be anb-Musl.m when my w ho | 
(amilv is Muslim?' Absolute rubbish. To be a traitor, one has lo 
belonc to the community one intends to betray. Moreover few 0 f 
the reviewers or interviewers who have written about him i„ 
adulating terms were in any doubt that he was anything but a 
lapsed believer, nor did he claim otherwise. ‘I was religious in 
quite an unthinking way. Now, I am not’, he told Mark Lawson 
of The Independent Magazine (10th September 1988). He was 
‘someone who would no longer describe himself as religious’ 
Rushdie told The Observer, (25th September 1988). 

Rushdie also said that pages from the book were ‘being taken 
out of context by groups trying to grab attention’ and, as if to 
balance sacrilege, ‘there is another scene which contrasts profane 
living with the puritanism of the new religion’. He has also written 
an angry letter to Mr Rajiv Gandhi. 

One - ‘The book isn’t about Islam, but about migration, 
metamorphosis, divided selves, love, death, London and Bom¬ 
bay’. 

Two- It deals with a prophet (who is not called Muhammad)’. 

Three - Moreover, ‘this entire sequence happens in a dream, 
fictional dream, of a fictional character’, 
nf dream sequence, I have tried to offer my view 

reli^n P , e a 0 .T en0n of revelati on, the birth of a great world 
culture h^K that r ICW is that of a secu lar man for whom Islamic 
importance all his life’. 

The statement I* 611 ? 6 * S bed gi n g around the truth. . . • 
falsehood. Sixnftk 3 * actua ^y the book is not about Islam is 
Islamic symbolism 6 "If 6 Cha P ters ’ deal with an Islamic theme, 
disguised byamiY’ Wldl reaI Islar nic characters only thm y 
dea ls with is not and absurd - The ‘prophet’ Rash ‘ 

n0t ca,led Muhammad, but he compounds the 


P ut a *Jt' The vermin too has its own culture, but 

ijoyment. T shahabuddin saicJ no c i vi | ise . a the 
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.. C„ch fantasy is confined to one’s „ . 

mav be- As l0 !! p , v ‘ r jtings. ,hcrc wou,d be li,tle caus e for an' 81 ' 
thoughts or evenw f- , the person’s own ps Vc hi!? 0ne 

and to try to make^ 1 *. 
on'tonC excuse that i. is a work of great hterary merit, 

‘^Muslim community in Britain - and so would be o.h ersas 
TheMifciini in COU rse of time - is shocks 3 

information r descrjbab | e measure by the unprecedented 
2$ Sacrilege and by the fact that so far a respec'J 
publisher. Penguin, has been msens.t.ve enough to lend i, s namc 
t this extreme profsnity. 

W Muslim organisations in Britain are, therefore .asking Penguin: 

One -To withdraw and pulp all the copies of The Satanic Verses 
and to undertake not to reprint it in the future. 

Two -To offer unqualified public apology to the World Muslim 
community. 

Three - To pay damages equal to the returns received from 
the copies already sold in Britain and abroad. 

Failing which they are asking Muslim authorities to freeze all 
Penguin and Viking business in their jurisdictions and to exempt 
from copyright law such titles as may be needed for educational 
purposes. The book should be banned in any case, but banning 
is meaningless unless it is accompanied by deterrent measures. 

These demands have been supported by the Secretary General 
of the 46-nation Organisation of the Islamic Conference (OIC), 
Syed Sharifuddin Pirzada, who has called upon member states to 
take strong measures to ensure that this book is withdrawn from 
circulation by its publisher immediately and its copies destroyed 
an the blasphemous book and its author must be banned from 
entry into all Islamic countries’. 

em cr - ! PS T W0U ^ b e more salutory if the author is allowed to 
p ,n ° s am ' c jurisdiction and prosecuted under relevant law. 
tellinp g npnni aVe S ° * ar tded t0 maint ain masterly indifference, 

Rushdie’s novT* 1 " 8 t0 them that the y ‘don’t rec °g nise Sa Tiv 
praised b v eric 6 ' ln ^ 0ur descr 'ption’, that it has ‘been widely 
•he book.’ ' CS an ^ ** lat we have no intention of withdraw) g 

a gainst blasnhemv 0 ^ 1 ?® on tbe * e S a ' security of the British •** 
Phemy which applied only to Christianity. Tt<*M 
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“*‘ e “ '^“u,"'culture, they do 
anyone to publish »nd spread oteeehe 

ege and make a business out of it. ... 

n cannot argue that they had not been advised. 1 heir 
litorial adviser Khushwant Singh, is on record having 
em against publishing the book. He had told them ‘that 
et had been made to be small time impostor in the novel 
if the author could not see that the work would cause 

a lists? s: it TX'f Khushwam 

nentalist’. His advice was L„ Musl,m ’ much less 

Stt5 p “^ ver ' 0,er ' raledb> ” 
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. Wor ld, they 
but ^at’s their 







pear Mr Rushdie . . . 

*' ave P ,eaded for a review'jj r 

Mr Raj" Ga . n T Th e Satanic Verses. 01 «* 

ban of '"“I made fun of the fact that the order was issued bv ,h 
You have nj (| information is half-baked 1 , , he 
finance mini. _ he dec j s i on was taken by the en^ 

?r C Co asthe ban is to be executed by the Customs, 2 
Sunder the finance ministry, no other ministry could havj 

aside, it is for Rajiv Gandhi to reply to your letter: he 
mav ienore it as most heads of government do. 

I am not one of those, who has not read your book. I have 
and am interested to know from you the replies to some questions! 
as I feel they may help me to understand you better and also for 
you to plead your case more effectively. We, in India, are ever 
so worried about communal violence, which erupts on the slightest 
pretext, we cannot allow a writer, whatever be his motive, to 
provoke it. 

You say in your letter to Mr Gandhi that you ‘strongly deny’ 
that your book is ‘a direct attack on Islam’. Further, that ‘the 
section of the book in question .... deals with a prophet who 
is not called Muhammad’. 

I have read your book. Like you, I have also been a student 
of Islam. Your statements, therefore, surprise me. I feel you are 
going back on your own objective just to get the ban lifted. Maybe 
am wrong. I will, therefore, appreciate if you would clarify your 
position by replying openly to the following questions: 

What is the significance of the title of your book The Satanic 
' ^ asnot some historical connection? Do not the 
Safari W !? re ^ er t0 *he three goddesses, condemned as 
to them in d repudiated hy Allah, the same as your reference 
inference 11 y ° Ur nove *; Your words are so clear that no other 
the true recf/ 1 ^ poss '^ e: “These verses are banished fronj 
their place ” 3 10n ’ a ^ ur an - New verses are thundere 1 
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annals of Islam? 

Abu Simbel in your novel not a reflection of Abu Sutiyan, 
e inveterate enemy of the Prophet? And Hind, whom you 
aracterise so graphically, not his wife? 

Salman - your namesake - called Persian in your book, 
)t the same as Salman Farsi, a companion of the Prophet 9 


Bilal, 
, this 


lslam - whom you describe 
*»» '“Th e " held sacred 

iOthpv * * are Vrk,, “ 


to 


tone, 
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„ come of the coincidences; there are many 01 . 
These f ^authors, have not mentioned that the char ers 
YoU Un n5veTs do no. bear any resemblance to per SOns gg* 
in >' ou ' n n with your hand on your heart, say that they"*? 
dead Ci “S the characters and situations in the life of *k V 

d0 "\ l JrfS*» And if ,hey d °’ Wha ' Sh ° Uld ,he au, horitil Jl e 

Pr0phl i ol a Hkely occurrence which you as well as I know * 
,0 "hI tranquillity of the land. 0W *1 

d Thav no. referred to your section on Ayesha; I found i, rathe[ 
confusing, where you have cleverly mixed fact with fiction. ■£ 
doM not apply. I feel, to your section on Mahound, which 
represents, to use your own words the result of five years 0( 
work on Islam which has been central to my life”. Apart f rom 
the Muslim politicians, whom you mention in your open letter to 
Mr Gandhi, you will be surprised that some of our best intellectuals 
- both writers and poets - have come out against you: they are 
J P Dixit, Nissim Ezekiel, Jean Kalgutkar, Vrinda Nabar, Vaskar 
Nandy, V Raman and Ashim Roy. In a letter to The Indian Post 
they refer to your statement that you knew Islam best and that 
was why you had talked about it and observed: ‘How does he 
“talk” about this religion? Its founder is named Mahound. 
Rushdie has not invented this name. This was the name given to 
the Prophet Mahomed by his European detractors as a term of 
abuse (‘Ma’ from ‘Mahomet’ added to ‘hound’) and used fre¬ 
quently in various European eschatologies as a creature belonging 
to the lowest depths of Hell, as the Devil himself.’ 

After analysing your treatment further, they summarise your 
approach thus: 

How has Rushdie treated the other pillars of Islamic faith 0 
nSV" 6 y0ungest wife of the Prophet and the one who is 
shfl t “ ?“? of the highest authorities of the Traditions is 
lemminp iii Cad ° nly in bu «erflies, leading an entire village, 
the Mus 8 lirtV n !k the Arabian Sea”. The Ka’aba, regarded by 
better DisPukeH 6 °i? ly consecrated spot on earth, is treated n 
it has tw e ?ve n 38 ^ “ Tent ° f B,ack Stone called The Curta nf 
M ahound to add^nf^ W ‘ th names of the twelve ^‘rhese 
tempting spices" the tem P tln 8 spices of profanity • T 
number of pii Kri apparently necessary to increase \ 

the Islamic faith*> Th Cn wbat e * se rema > ns of the basic co 

h - The P ro phet is the Devil, the law-givers are 
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*£have you «jg[* G andhi and , thin k, 

Sngh, who \J oublication as he felt that t and or der 

Sus feelings of Muslims dndl J ay ^'representative in India, 
situation. Mr Zamir Ansari Pengu P ja , advice sought 

Lis another matter. The fact remains that Mr Singh is no friend 
of the Government of India - in fact he is one of its most bitter 
critics - and his opinion has been unequivocal. So is that of Mr 
MVKamath, an eminent journalist, who never finds anything 
right wit), Mr Rajiv Gandhi. He said that Mr Rushdie’s book is 
!* IfNehru .a, ali.c he would have banned 

manner « VOU have . .. „ .. 


lb 

'e banned 

m tl >e past m - L 6 y an yone or 

past might have 

eminri 


1 the past might 

u&A ‘ 


J D for such 
HajivQ. 


dre amt of 


anyone 
' l ; but i : 


is it 




y jee, 


15] 




Sacrilege versus Civility 


whose legal eminence is undisputed, has argued a g aincl 
but he is a poor judge of public reaction. That r'l' [ «e 
mentor Mr Nani Palkhivala he wanted to be i n Pol ,^- Kk 
un the idea. The Times of India, in its editorial r b m 

. .._him pffpntivp.1v ’ ^clS anr.. 


f he ba 


t and him effectively: 


both vou and him effectively: ’ an S w er 

•No, dear Rushdie, we do not wish to build a ren ° 

On the contrary we are trying our best to build afu’ Ve '"dia 
where we can all breathe freely. But in order to h-'®* India 
India, we have to preserve the India that exists Th Ul,d su dt an 
a pretty India. But this is the only India we DO «„ not L 
Do not pontificate, Mr Rushdie; be logical and/ 

Answer your critics if you can. a ‘ ace the f aC | s 

Yours truly, 

Rafiq Zakaria 

weekly Of Mia (Bombay), 23rd-29«h October, 19gg . 

We Shall NoJPermit 

^m gi o U sPoZ y paZ nia,iSm ' 

h Syed Shahabuddin 

;isrr fc »" ■- ■- 

superstitio y , Cal1 us Primitive mil a ^ u ® ed and vilified, direr 
serves to ri»f barbar ' ans . call us wh US fundame ntalists, call 
- it ha I /' ne wha ‘ has * yOU ,ike > b “< your book on 

Profane S 31 Sense °f distinriT^iT^^ tbe Western civilisatio 

T :r “JUlOn betwppn or *A th 


gave 


do no 
directl) 


profane, 

Life 


j'j j| tiic jdcrt/CJ diiu ij 
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c ultur a ] short a r Ster of iiterarv 0 6 10 excban S e for your perfo 
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filthy drain to know what filth is. My first inadverten 
1 tell me what I have stepped into. For the synopsis, 
the excerpts, the opinions of those gloatings were 
die, ‘the Islamic scholar, the man who studied Islam 
ty’ has to brag about his Islamic credentials, so that 
cingly vend his Islamic wares in the West which 
d the ghost of the crusades to rpct h_ 


ity’ has to brag about his Islamic credentials, so that 
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„„ had to name the Prophet of your - 
compulsion » ||y t00 c i ev er by half, not just nau^' as 

Mah0Und rinversant with the English language k now , 8ht , y) 

'gi.'ESi*<•"" f °' M “ h “ d '<>* »•» V(* 

Pr K, phe In,.r act is not unintentional or a careless slip 0 f t h e „ 
J*fS££* >"<■ consciously planned fe 
‘Thought, with an eye to your market. Here in India, our ! 
S very clear. Though ignorance of law is no excuse, | e , * 
Struct'vou so that you are more careful if you wish to sell: 
"^ Article 295 A of the Indian Penal Code says: “WhS* 
with deliberate and malicious intention of outraging the religion 
feelings of any class of citizens of India, by words either spoken 
or written or otherwise, insults or attempts to insult the religion 
or the religious beliefs of that class, shall be punished with 
imprisonment - or with fine — or with both. I wish you were in 
India, Mr Rushdie, to face the music. And then there are other 
sections like 153 A, 153 B, 292, 293, 295 and 298 of the same 
Code which may be cited against you. 

This is the legal system of a civilised society. We respect each 
other’s religious beliefs. We do not intentionally outrage the 
religious feelings of others or insult their religion or ridicule the 
personalities to whom we are emotionally attached or mock our 
religious susceptibility. I would like to request the liberals on your 
side - the knights of freedom arrayed behind you in their shining 
armour - to launch a crusade to have the laws repealed before 
rushing to defend you, including the Customs Act under which 
our government banned the entry of your obnoxious product. 

And take my word for it, Article 19 of the Constitution of India 
cannot come to your rescue either, because ‘freedom of speech 
n expression is subject to ‘reasonable restriction’ in the interest 
defanfaf 313, P u ^ c order, decency or morality or in relation to 
and 10 an offence.’ Incidentally, only citizens 

create is nnM S h C r n ,nVoke Article 19 - In an Y case ’ freedom ° 
t olthe, ^toab U se. 

grounds: ma 8 num opus’ is objectionable on th f ee 

Islam; it is an off™ 6 a ^ a ‘ nst human decency; it is an insu 
And *3 you/5? “ nder the India " I™- ha j, 

not Permit ‘literarv ^ c .^ am P‘ ons and advisors that India 
y olonialism’ nor what may be called relig 
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UK Muslims Art M ainst 

Infamous Hook 

iLp Condi Gazette 
Dr . M.M. Ahsan’s Interview in the 


tJ'oSe Muslim world’s leading institutions has appealed to 
the Ummah to black-list Penguin and its subsidiary Viking, t 
publisher of Salman Rushdie’s sacrilegious book Satanic Verses. 

Dr M. Manazir Ahsan, the Director General of the Leicester- 
based Islamic Foundation, told the Gazette that a decisive action 
by Saudi Arabia for banning all books of the two publishers will 

0ICs Information Mi " iste - 
wit Prophet's" Mosque°iH Mad^ l ° Perf ° rm Umra and 

<SS£the aSnting taken'^' ^ 
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the book and the publishers. The i m 
contact the executive chief of Penguin 


v ntac t tne cauu..w< vmw ui renguin ta ,u ^ 
action was to ^ (a|k wjth the actlon committee' ho - Di 

A heltl $ 3 lQt i ItM.l.n f Im nU. 11 



Ahs an saw. and V iking took the plea , hat • 

Bo* the Pengo in , he UK and nominated ^ 

'*t t £ SStoiAhd^it^apok^forteS^ 
highers' attitude demonstrated that they sirnnlv" 

outrighl. Dr Ahsan said. -Eg’^ 

he efforts to meet Penguin s chief fail, but he even did no , 
o talk to us on phone and answer letters from the UK’s Islamic 
missions," he added. A signature eampa.gn to move the publish^ 
was initiated and over 60,000 signatures were obtained f rom a 
over the Kingdom, which testified to the Muslims’ demand that 
the book be immediately withdrawn, the misguided author and 
the publishers make a public apology, and the two should pav 
damages to a Muslim charity for causing offence and distress to 
the Muslim Ummah. Even this demonstration of protest did not 
work on the publishers, Dr Ahsan said. 

As developments later revealed the publishers were reported 
to be only sorry if the publication of the book had caused any 
offence to Muslims but were not prepared for a public apology 
and withdrawing the book from the market, Dr Ahsan said. 

Dr Ahsan disclosed that Rushdie went into hiding and house-ar¬ 
rested by his own conscience at a place with changed phones and 
under a cover of security by men and dogs. 

The book is scheduled for publication and marketing in the US 
by February 1989. But the Islamic Foundation in collaboration 
with other Islamic agencies there is already preoccupied with a 

campaign not to let the book in. 

The infamous book, Dr Ahsan disclosed, was marked to India s 
noted writer and journalist Khushwant Singh for pre-publication 
^ P rom P^y recommended to the publishers not 
South F suc * 11 a . Useless book. Singh’s comments as referee on 
Who later S As r Subjects were not heeded by the publishers, 
the publirat" 1 the manuscri pt to a Jewish referee who favour 

Muslims 110 cause furv a " opr amone ,he W ° r d 



cause fury and anger among 
member committee US ** m am ^ assaclors have f° rmcc ! 


three* 


to » com P risin g those of Kuwait, Pakis |f I L a |ce 
t0 lo <* into the legal aspects of the case and mak 
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demonstration by Muslims in Bra ^ ° , th 7 'he Satanic Verses 

Muslims up and down the country. Like in other Midland ana 
West Yorkshire towns, Muslims in Bradford had been expressing 
their anguish at the continued refusal of the publisher to withdraw 
this filthy and sacrilegious title and tender unqualified apology to 
the community for this gross insult to its religious sanctities and 

of a Muslim campaio? Th* 6 3edit0rial '“titled, 
s,a ndard, aruTeveryone^^ 5 y 3 lead 

* as^tr sr itabi 

C(£ emfen 'mixeditsc n , ^ Webb to do a 
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.. seemed_to accept important that 


admired'. [' se ^ d be respected and that they should be' 1 hci ' 

spiritual values s minat j on in all its forms'. es Par cd 

(« c)fr ° m K,7 C houid Muslims do if a publisher or publir . 

r“ “ r ,eli8 ' o,,s 

inS ^I S rmavleTsad and anguished. They may cry out i n Drnl 
TheloTessness. However. The Independent was certain that h' 
and helple - 0V ertly blasphemous . tl *e 

^ “hardly likely’, it argued ‘that a worthy and liber a |- mind 
Ja who sat on the panels awarding these prizes (sic) Wou 
have though, so highly of a book which was overtly blasphemous 
even of another faith’ and The Satanic Verses was written as a 
moral parable, and that is how they interpreted it’. So Muslims 
should accept Penguin’s ‘moral parable on the authority of the 
literati' and the ‘hardly likely’ probability of their agreeing t 0 
award a prize to any ‘overtly blasphemous’ work. If they demur 
and they don’t, then ‘their leaders should examine the implications 
of their war against the Rushdie novel’ because they ‘must not 
seek to impose their values either on their fellow Britons of other 
faiths or on the majority who acknowledge no faith at all’. 

Although Muslims are seeking to impose nothing on nobody, 
thinly veiled hints are dropped about the implications of their 
alleged attempt ‘to impose their values ... on the majority’. They 
are also asked to ponder over a couple of related questions. 

Do Muslim leaders ‘really feel this book poses a serious threat 
to their followers?’ 

Is their campaign not doubly counter-productive, first in giving 
the book much publicity, and second, in reminding Britons of the 
intolerant face which Islam has all too often shown abroad?’ And 
it may indeed be thought that Muslims are furnishing material 
i Cr m ° raI parab,es about Islam by attacking Rushdies 
against* * * * Tbeir crusa de not just against the book bu 

editorial h persona,1 y does them no credit’. In fact 
Bradford M , Startec * w ith attributing another ‘discredi 
had followed‘the! that T burnin 8 ‘ some copies of the hook t. 
Socialists’ exa mple of the Inquisition and Hitler s Na 

editorial is based respectab *lity of the newspaper, the vV ^ 
ba *d on unjustified assumptions and therefore con 
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te Muslims cannot also be deterred £ ^ sanct ities for 

Fundamental Right to reject tnsu eminc jed 'of the intolerant 

or that by doing 

SO they will be ‘furnishing material for further moral parables 
about Islam'. Their objective is simple: that is to make known 
their sense of outrage and to reject insult with all the moral force 
at their command. 

The Islamic assumption about human nature is based on its 

an 2 pro, ™'» and ils «p«t 
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have decreed its literary merit, no 
butaSthe ,hfpossibility that it could still be ‘trashy Ca M a , t 

,oa ? m n 5vW4 which had ° nly until recenilv , 

Tk . haded the*official campaign to keep The SpyJj 0 v % 
r^thSe shores was now proclaiming the ‘Rights be f ' a > 
fr °, that should Muslims choose to burn a copy 0 f,? a ? 't 
^r D nvacy of their homes [so burning a book wasno 
'Actionable! it only mattered where it was burned] 
rhnst ans who have struggled with Mr Rushdie’s impcnenl? 
novels will warm their hands at the fireside’ and even L. , . rab| ' 


agreed th a . 


We may not be able to follow all that Mr Rushdie writes'" 
,he newspaper was concerned about defending ‘absolutely^ 
right to be read’. It was not at all bothered about the contents! 


that 
’ yet 

right to be read . it was nut «u «. auout me contents^ 

the book, literary or trashy, blasphemous or scholarly, thick 0 ) 
readable. Its sole concern seemed to be to defend the interests 
of the publisher and bookseller. 

A warning to the Muslim community was therefore considered 
to be in order, albeit prefaced by taking note of ‘the hard work 
and enterprising spirit of the Moslem minority, their piety and 
devotion to family values’. Like The Independent which had also 
lavished similar praise, The Daily Telegraph too did not care to 
reflect on the main cause of this hard work, law-abidingness and 
devotion. If it did it would have been obvious to it that whatever 
moral and social values the Muslim community reflected was only 
because of its faith, its sense of dignity and appreciation of 
fundamental human values. It has reacted so clearly against 
sacrilege because it does not suffer from any crisis of values and 
it does not want to become a flotsam in any pool of relative values. 

However, The Telegraph said ‘the scenes in Bradford over the 
^ee end presented an image of Moslem sentiment in Britain o 
reHo?° St possible kind to race relations’. The 

oblf»!tiniJ a f derS Were ’ ,herefore > told that they AA any 

perceived brst 10 maintain a sense of proportion abou 
second ,A e !, 1 !° their . reli g' on posed by Mr Rushdie, 3 " 
have a resnr? as ci, ' zens or residents of this country. ^ 
and not re P ar! S ' bl A t0 res P ect ‘he British tradition of free sp 

Presumably'", haVfe ? 1 of the a y atoIlahs - . Mr Rus hdie's 
""Penetrable’ L , 1 been able t0 g° through Mr 
wh y Muslims have? i nor , does seem to have cared 

have felt so ’atypically’ offended, yet The TeW 
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.o)* on ; British democracy as ktng the P i ste ad of 

ts:-r£*Hi« * 

,lKto« >« l P ulp ' here by burning *Ue ’ go despite 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 



The British law happens to be silent o n the 
blasphemy against non-Angl.can faiths and is j n cv J U n ^io n 0( 
amendment in that respect as Lord Scarman and other, I ne *d o 
in their minority report on Offences against Relief VJ 
Worship. However, until that happens it would be Lv d P “bli 
that the spirit of the law as it stood now was to condoJl ° ass Um c 
against Judaism, Hinduism, Islam and other faiths a h asphe m» 
be wrong to demand or expect that people should nd " w °uld 
their disapproval of blasphemy nor seek an amendm°' e * pre ss 
law because doing so would be undemocratic and i mn •' of *hc 
ity harmony. It is a very poor view of the community Ci a 0 " 1 "" 11 '- 
not true that non-Muslims would be pleased if i na def init e iy 
phemed Islam and would be angry if Muslims said S t u meone b >as- 
against it. c ne y Protested 

The Guardians ‘Judgement of Salman’ by W 1 u, 
however, quite frank because ‘For the first time a vpr' Webb is ' 
novelist with a sophisticated and intelligent audienrl genl 
world has brought to bear on Islam, its culture and °u Venhe 
all subtly and powerfully expressive techniques of mod h ' Sl0ry ’ 
He is pleased that ‘The real struggle will be^n rhw d ? r , niSm ' 
culture and that the brunt of it would h/h th , • Islamic ) 
writers and intellectuals’ but he would like toci? h ‘. by ", S ° Wn 
very brave or liberal ffiritichi n ,lke to see how a no longer 

manifestations of the strueele’ responds t0 the Jocal 

and categorical The Mushl / W bb S ? Wn s y m P ath,es are clear 
Stalinism receding from , P °T’ however ’ reminds him of 
militant ideology’ ^ one and and surfacing in ‘another 

t° Britain’, have* to 3 ^ °^ v * ous ,s tbat Muslims, ‘being newcomers 
aspect for their dipn> 3 before they will be able to win 

largely depend on th 3nd tbe * r re, '& IOUS sanctities and it would 
towards the good of th ° Wn positive and unilateral attitude 
ty the so-called w f. soc,et y’ no matter the distractions caused 
elements on the «nr. 0 i e wdters \ literati or other ethno-centric 
Muslims are trvino t nn ,^ e ’ However, for now the only point 
rehgious sanctitiesnf make is that is not civilised to insult 
^° ne in a Jiterarv ctvi ny peop,e Irrespective of whether it was 
finishes the insultlrmJ a trash y st y le and that insu,t ° ny 

Protected by God Almigh^ 6 “ "° threat to Is,am f ° r ISlan " S 

Sour «: Impac, 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

Is (he Freedom of Expression and the Fj 
some but not for all? Those who live by the c- An,e ndn, 
have an obligation not to defend it selectively h ' rst Artie 1 1 
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Source: ICNA Booklet, p. 6. 
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What 

\is “ occur in a sequence oj « . 

knowledge about the 


0. md the publisher Penguin have any know/e 
milling nature of the book before Us publication. 

A. Yes, their own Indian editorial advisor Khushwant oingn 


In Canada we have great resist 
So when one group of neonl^ ° r Pree dom of evn 

withdrawn by its publisher (P^ ^ a ? ts book Satan Pr x SS,0n 

-0 violate the freedom WC fee < ‘hat this Z> 
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out anti-Islam' 0 ^ ,he Word IslamT/^ lovin S religion that one of 
streets a „J c rnate nal , s nr „? ,s Peace itself. Day in and day 
So ‘oleram Say tha( tf »'s material*^- Muslims do not take to the 

‘hat, desniip r ® as0l >able and n °r tflat rnater ial be withdrawn 

ln west. 3 llle bad Publicitt 3 ?^ 1 are tbe . Is,am,c P nnci P„ 

y» Islam is earning adherents right 


A. Yes , their own Indian editorial advisor Khushwant Singn 
(not 3 Muslim) advised them not to publish the book. He told 
them, ‘The Prophet had been made to be a small time impostor 
e novel and that if the author could not see that the work 
dcause trouble he was out of touch with the Indian reality. ” 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 


o Has the author inflicted insult on somebody else before 
A Yes Regarding his novel Midnight Children both the auth 
and his publisher had to give public apology to the late P r j m °! 
Minister of India, Mrs. Indira Gandhi, in answer to her libt 
action. They also paid costs and gave an undertaking to remove 
from all future editions under their control the passages objected 
to by her. The author had suggested that Mrs. Gandhi was 
responsible for the death of her husband through neglect. 

Q. Wouldn’t withdrawal of the book make other authors and 
writers feel insecure? 

A. No. All sensible authors and writers do not use insulting, 
abusive, and obscene language toward religions of the world and 
their revered figures. The issue is not the freedom of expression. 
The issue is the right to religious dignity. In fact authors and 
writers should be the first to denounce this book because it is a 
scar on their profession. Disciplinary action against abusers exists 
in all professions. And this does not weaken the profession but 
strengthens it. 

Q- If the book is not withdrawn would it enhance the credibility 
0 western freedom of expression around the world? 
in thp ° n *r Ct ^ wou ^ b e a set back for the credibility, a* 
pretext7 eS H f 006 bil,ion Muslil ™. It will imply that undert 
minority can T °* f pression the right to religious dignity t 
e V1 °lated in the West any time. 

made onh^^ l ^ at { ^ e publisher (Penguin) withdraw the 
A. No. All i m num ^ er of Muslims? »hHra'V n 

The Secretarv US r^ S arounc ^ the world want this book wi 0 f 
Ctary Gene ral of the 46-nation Organization 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

material jacism and d * stortion ° f rCa * * 1 ' stor y an< * slande r 

1St ,ii of a sudden, are we blamed to be against the f re , 

' Se'h and freedom of the press? ^ 

1 Y now is the Canadian Government, especially , he p 
' saying that the board of a few people should 

JS What Canadians should read and should no ^ 
(Statement of Prime Minister in London, England, visit 
1QK91 


1989 ) 

Why the elected lenders are not concerned for 
group . ■ • 


one 


specific 


We want to see: 

- Canadian Government take a lead in all matters of truth, 
fairness and justice. 

- Canadian Government to be honest and sincere to its people 
within Canada in particular and everybody in the world in 
general. 

- Canadian Government give priority to decent moral values 
over unnecessary and meaningless cooperation with indecenq. 

We are outraged, we are hurt and we are ignored. We feel that: 

- You can help us in knowing the truth. 

- You can help us in joining the truth. 

You can help in making this beautiful country even a better 
place to live. 

We ore determined to: 

Continue our protest until, our demands are met. 

Stand firm on our objectives. 

°be our problems through democratic and peaceful pro ^ 

' pa°Se and , P ro P a gate the message of truth through * 
P and we will get through to the Political Lead 
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Ri ® h the°lp^ , t V o fU ^ Sr ^ n ^ g° odwil 1 - | n d mutual ^esp^ 31 * bu, 

Ih^members of society that ensures the full enjoym^J, 

''^The recent media attention to Mr. Rushdie's book, The . ^ 
yZs and worldwide condemnation of the book by Musi 
Ve Z ri se to talks on such issues as freedom of exn« haV( 
decency, and intolerance. We feel truth and honesty hav > 
the real casualties in the nightly drama of the evening ne 
draw attention to these facts here so that you may a | so J 
Muslim side of the debate and form your own opinion. ar 

What is in the “The Satanic Verses” 

Nearly everyone agrees on one thing about the book; it contains 
offensive material. But to say this is to put it very mildly. The 
facts are much harsher. Let’s have a brief review of the book: 

a) Blasphemous: - Six out of nine chapters deal with Islamic 
theme, Islamic symbolism and with real Islamic characters. The 
whole chapter two is about the life and mission of last Prophet 
of Islam, Muhammad (peace be upon him). Prophet Muhammad 
is depicted as “Mahound” which means devil. Great companions 
of Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him) were described as 
“those goons” and “those F— downs” (page 101 ) and they also 
were called “bum” and “scum,” (page 101). Wives of Prophet 
were called “whores” (page 381) and Islamic rituals and ter¬ 
minologies were ridiculed (page 104, 381 and others). The sanctity 
of Muslims Holy book the Qur’an was damaged (pages 363 & 
364 ). 

b) Racist: - The book contains many racist remarks. For 
amp e, one of Prophet Muhammad’s companions from A 

w pa,nted as “ an enormous black monster” (page 101 )* 

leader f n . y i, ne . 8 , ative remar ks about Malcolm X. who was Muslim 
leader of the U.S. (page 413). 

Prophet~ Ab raham (peace be upon him). the 
“the bastarcT'^p " 95 ^ Judaism . Christianity and Islam was 

y Allah forgive us even in quoting these offensive excerp 
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In The Satanic Verses, Rustiaie is no ne It has 

k Wts and libels a whole community. It is obscene. 11 n 

self-hating racist undertones. And it incites racial a * 

religious passions against the Muslim community. 

Arrogance or the Commercial Interests of Penguin 

^ a "'otion c i n e d ® rmsh ParliamentE n u' ed t0 the 

m on?hs m f e ' h s e ? us hdie boofcf T mbers 
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CX But th^pubUshe^ had^decHned even to ve'a repres^j 0115 
defegationrfthe Muslim community in the USA. esen >«iv t 

Are Muslims Intolerant? 

The above points establish that Muslims in this countrv h 
politely sought to defuse the situation. Yet ironically, 

Muslims who are now blamed for intolerance. ltle 

Yes, we are intolerant of hypocrisy and hate. If that is a crim 
we admit to being guilty. Muslims are exercising their freedom 
only to express their feelings of disgust that some should abuse 
freedom of expression in order to blaspheme their sacred beliefs 
and were insistent on doing so. We have rights to protest. 

Muslims in America are an eight million strong community. 
We are here to stay and prosper. A vast majority of us are 
taxpaying professionals, scientists and educators. We trust that 
Penguin would not publish any slanderous material condemning 
Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. because it will be against the 
sensitivities of the racial relations. Penguin should have exercised 
better judgment in selecting and printing a book which has 
offended one fifth of the human race, a billion Muslims. 

It is not unusual in the Western democratic societies for the 
media and the publishing industry to exercise self restraint in the 
interest of social order as well as in consideration of moral and 
ethical norms and racial and religious sensitivities of the society. 
The Muslims would like the people in media and the publishing 
in ustry to extend to them the courtesy which had generally been 
extended to other ethnic, racial and religious groups threatene 
ystereo-typical portrayal, innuendoes and false characterization 
n raising their objections to The Satanic Verses, Muslims are 
th/JT 8 t0 un( * erscore the difference between the sacre a 
as a P m^ n , e ’ and betwee " ^erty and license. We see it bas.ca 
relieiou/^ 0ne a b° ut decency and civilization acros . ieS 

°fanyneon| eth A ,C is n °t civilized to insult the sane 

against the P m ^ nd k tbat * s why Muslims were in the protest 
ovie The Last Temptation of Christ. 

Circle of North America (ICNA), New York. 


172 



neth Bake lVSc ienCe 

fir* 


mcn t 

otThe Satanic Verses. Th e . an d peaceful demonst- 
mention of their cause of concern. L g Sported by the 

rations in several provincial towns have gone H 
national media. They were censored, in other words. 1 hen cam 
the Bradford demonstration and the symbolic burning ot a copy 
of the book. Now Muslims became ‘arsonists' (as The Times' 
heading of your article clearly suggests), enemies of freedom and 
followers of Hitler and Stalin. 

Muslims were accused of 

fellow Rrito. 


.. vvUVJlIl _ 

—— vsidiin. 

' lr eated k..-- 


K«it£52 1 ° be lreated by SI 311 ' as ^ The 

B,asphem v 

ge was a 

173 







Sacrilege versus Civility 


I arable’ thought very highly of by ‘a worthy ana 
' m0 tftiteratT and the message was that by taking^ 'Si- 
-"S t work' of religion and literature, Musli ms 8 We *P'«>n,, 
tb,s S lack of culture and inability to appreciate scholar 
' h MusZs were warned that if they did not desist £*> 

,l,eir objection, then they should be ready for other {Jjl 
writers to swoop upon them. le 

In anv case, it was argued, that even if the Muslim felt offend , 
the larger society had the ‘right’ to read Penguin’s Versl It' 
was the duty of the media to uphold and defend that ‘ri^ht’ ^ 
Muslims were in fact reminded that they were ‘ newcomers’ an H 
the clear message was that being ‘newcomers’, they must not think 
of their Fundamental Human Rights. 

This is an objective and unemotional abstract of the firm counsel 
administered by responsible sections of the media who had, it 
seems, assumed that Muslims were just vandals out to destroy 
culture, scholarship, freedom and social harmony. Now you too 
Mr Baker have more or less repeated the same things without 
checking your facts and relying entirely and uncritically on these 
very sources. You have assumed and presumed and come up with 
opinions and judgement which bear little relation to facts. How¬ 
ever, your entry into the debate is to be welcomed, because at 
last there is a responsible level at which one can reason with. 
Unlike the newspapers who generally file your letters in the 
wastepaper basket, if you try to contradict notions and prejudices 
held dear by them, one can, at least, expect to be listened to. 

So if you bear with me, I would like to go over your ‘Argument 
before arson’. 

Sadly for the objectivity of what you have tried to conclude 
ax/k ~ Heinrich Heine’s supposedly ‘prophetic’ words that 
enever books are burned men also, in the end, are burne 
eraZ k? ^ t0 have been taken in by the media’s over-exagg* 
draw tbe ‘ so * atec * incident when someone chos 

censorio.. n l0 ?i t0 his feelin g s to an otherwise insensitive 

Ka°rned m £?S’° Ur view ' burnin8 H 

il as a standard ° ne !! before > nor anyone else is going 10 a . d j$) 
Muslims had me , tbo< * of demonstrating protest. Over <. 
•won-ai 1 in London 14 djsafter the 

•wo days before your article was written m order 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 


with0U M Rushdie’ s case is not at all ‘intellectual’ (j,’ f s 
N °’ ^Muslims trying to counter his ‘scholarship’ 
n ? rar lhes M Thousands of ‘intellectual’ works which 
of m f„ favourable’ view of Islam and more are being Dll u kc » 
u^vcrThe world. However, we never had any libraprohibh^ 

3 ° Ld to have now. We do not throw such works in**' 
incinerator. We buy them for our libraries and universities J 
no, unoften invite their authors to g.ve a lecture or seminar* 
their ‘studies’. 

No the Muslims are not suffering from any sense of insecurity 
either for themselves or Islam. Islam stands on its own merit and 
authenticity, and like, as you mention, our blessed Messiah, J esus 
and his teachings, it is not tarnished or diminished by any amount 
of muck hurled at it. 

The Muslims have felt deeply pained and outraged not because 
the Blessed Prophet has been portrayed ‘in a less than favourable 
light’. They do not seek any ‘favour’, less or more, for his person 
or for the Divine Message conveyed through him (peace be upon 
him). They are simply rejecting the filth and insults hurled upon 
their deeply held sanctities. Won’t you Mr Baker? 

You might say that you have come to put up with ‘utterly 
repugnant’ portrayals of Jesus, Mary and even of God, but would 
you accept to be libelled or simply insulted in your personal or 
public capacity irrespective of the fact whether it was couched 
within a prized literary cover or it was issued by a trashy publisher? 

Ah, there is difference between libelling a person and libelling 
a past and gone religious figure, you might argue. Yes there is a 
great difference between the two: one is libelling an individual 
an T , 1 e c 0t ^ er ls ^belling a whole community. , 

Th e Satanic Verses has not only insulted and libelled a whok 
mmunity, it is also obscene, it has self-hating racist undertone 
inthempH° U the hi S hl y charged treatment of the su J 

against thJ also incited racial as well as religious pas 

thick and n ^ usl ‘ m , comm unity. It mattered little if the boo 
dense nrn reac ^bfo as you yourself observe, though na* t 
for manv no 6 grassbo PP er style must make it rather 1 
droppfngs ° n ‘ Mus,ims t0 Gorily spot its filthy and P^ 

11 is Painful and abhorring to repeat or reproduce .he 
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” a ”°S“hom Muslims 
Hie wives of the Prophet (pea whore-house and the House 

(G«l JheHoly Kabahjn Makkah is turned into a ' * * 

It is most difficult and painful to reproduce such and m<. y 
jther‘intellectual’ vituperations of a diseased and dirty mind, out 
you do not have to be an ‘Islamic scholar’ in order to understand 
the nature of‘the views’ which you wanted to be answered and 
overcome. . with counter-views and counter-arguments’, 
ut I must admit, Muslims are unable to counter such ‘views’ 
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'6e s 


as possible. ted t |,at as soon as they had explain., 

M “f.ToffenceMo the publisher, it would take the 3522,** 
‘^hdrawthe unintended offence. Muslim representation^ 
T nd intellectual, but much to the community’s disapp oin * e " 
^publisher has chosen to stay adamant It was sheltering b g 
,hv and fallacious arguments concerning ‘freedom of e x n , 
£ he raises and prizes won by the book, its own st a * 
a serious publisher’ etc - and that the sacrilegious and offe nsi 
nassaees constituted only a small part of this large book. 

It was later that Muslims came to know that Penguin had been 
strongly advised against publishing The Satanic Verses by a person 
no less than their own Editorial Adviser in India, Mr Khushwant 
Singh. Mr Singh is an eminent Indian writer, a member of the 
upper house, Rajya Sabha, and he is not a Muslim. Which 
suggested that the sacrilege was very much premeditated and 
intended to be so. 

What can Muslims do? 

You say ‘one set of laws covers hardcore pornography’ and 
defend ‘British laws’ which in your view quite rightly, forbid the 
sale of material which could be held to deprave or corrupt those 
who read or see it’. You admit that it amounted to imposing 
censorship but explain you ‘believe that there is a line to be drawn 
between liberty and licence and that is why we have a degree of 
censorship in Britain today’. 

You then refer to ‘laws against the incitement of racial hatred, 
to laws against libel and slander’ and to what you call an 
infrequently used law against blasphemy’ but you then move over 
to the second issue’ about ‘the degree of tolerance for controver¬ 
sial views’. 

** gained earlier The Satanic Verses is obscene, libellous 
fnl. asphe r ous wi,h clear undertones of racism and racial 
mischief bUt evidentl y tli ey do not seem to come under 
legal onin° f 3 n L 0f the relevant laws - that at least is the exp 
S /S' Masli ™ have, therefore, approached the prog 
a legal recn ^ °/ le ^ al helplessness. But even if there ha 

v ee k basical ly as a ‘moral issue’, an issue g 

di fferentiations 1V11S3tl0n across a H re hgi° us or P art ^ ^ 
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Yours sincerely, 

M.H. Faruqi 
Chief Editor 

Source: Impact International, 19/3,10th—23rd February 1989, pp. 7-8. 
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has moved on to the international SC p» 

the whole "S , J .now. the statement by the Ayatollah" 6 ,'*' 
n ots in Pakistan . unacceptable. It is simply w ro „ 

»** JSSU * p"» n “ *? ,h m "“»■» mSb 

anyone to con encourage people across the world J J* 
statement imp! • . , do n0 , believe that this represent 

*J the Muslin, faith ,o 

nc\ a love of peace. 


Yours sincerely 
Kenneth Baker 


Faruqis Rejoinder 


Dear Mr Baker, . 

Thank you very much for your letter ot the 17th instant and 
for the understanding shown by you for the deep and genuine 
concern felt in the Muslim community with respect to the 
continued publication of The Satanic Verses and the total insen¬ 
sitivity of its publishers. 

Unfortunately, as you rightly point out the issue has been 
politicised and more unfortunately the almost total black-out of 
Muslim statements in the national media is having the effect of 
portraying the Muslim community as an ‘outlaw’ community 
raring to execute a ‘sentence’ passed in a foreign country. 

Over the past two weeks the media have been eliciting the 
views of the community leaders at various levels and althoug 
they were fully informed of the clear position of the Musim 
community, they chose to focus on a couple of indivi u 
expressions of provoked anger (which the police did not 1 
indictable). One radio network was so frank as to ask his u 
respondent to suggest anyone who would say something oU r 
°us (sic). . 

was'ar!mh°^ S ‘ lk s P ro 8 ramme ‘Kilroy’ (BBC1, 13th F c '’ r “^ | 0 
obtaini 61 exam P* e °f manipulation of anger with a 
SSK-pW for his anti-immigrant ideas which he 

w! av P 'K h ‘ S C0,umn in The Times 

een told that the participants in the progra 
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much less by (Muslim or non-Muslim) citizens ot those 
countries. Even within an Islamic state no citizen is expected 
to or is allowed to take law into his own hands. 


So you are very right in believing that Islam n 
iTi S re , iect,on of violence and a love of peace ’ 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

Finally I would like to draw your attentio 
according lo information received by Us n to the f a 
teachers have been asking their Muslim p UD ik, S ° me over!' "'at 
Verses or to do a project on it. They are tolri • ° S,ud >' 
proficiency of the English language. You will [ Wl11 •^Provf'S 
amounted to intellectual oppression of you no a P prec iat e th e ,lle ir 
and I am sure that your department will | n( i d he, PfessrK? 
take appropriate steps in this respect ' nto *he man ' drc " 

I must apologise yet again for writine a i r8n d 

in the encouragement that you reearH le, ter hm ■ 

because the Quran tells us that Von fT? 1 '* « ChS ' d °» 
of them towards those who believe are’ l£ Id mos ' affecS 1 * 
Christians. ’ are tb ose who say w afc 

This is the reason why Muslims tak* C 

progressive de-Christianisation of thfc ' sa,lsf action frn 
they did not support efforts tn ^ IS COUnt ry and if , r ° m tlle 
r .he National qSScSS* remOVe 

Yours sincerely, 

M.H. Faruqi 
Chief Editor 

nanati position. * ' j ab °ve is written from 

S0 " ,Ce: ' mpacl ‘x’ernational n onrt . 

"‘"(London), 19/3 ( 1989 ), pp . 7 _g. 
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Sa ' mm n ^die Did Wrong 
b} S * Nof nanui Haq 

^dnighf’s^rih S^die: A few 

exu berance P^dren,” j Wac Y e ^s ago, when I read your 
of your rich • ^° Ur na ^rative ^ ° Ver wheimed. It was not the 
COntr °l thatr aginati on w n J nd Sty,lstic craft, nor the threads 
n 8ulfed me. p af L J 1 ^ith such effective intellectual 
er it was your formidable grasp of 


I facts of history — r- 

^PpoPPt ,reatme "a'historical vacuum. But 
CS'you wi, ‘ agr f ""at without powerful grounds, 
^riasibleart if^^exisTs a mammoth justification, 

sensit,vities of h vr 

£sply when it forms both the subject matter and th 

hd of his or her audience. 

Strangely, what I am saying is something that I learned from 
none other than yourself. You might recall your telling criticism 
ofSir Richard Attenborough’s celebrated film “Gandhi.” You 
enraged Sir Richard, but in the controversy I remained your 
passionate supporter. J 

important fifof facTs.^nd^UMid Certa, n 

that there has tob/a 
Verses '" 

thal **■ f Wes2 

efro neo Us ^ Salm an > 0 exa rnpj e f L e Sa\y, at 

*b„ en que ly s : v ° u do k ‘ her 'Vav ,1 ,de «tity n ,. y hls 




Sacrilege versus Civility 


Muslims insist that it should and can be read „ , 

Tv The Muslim view is that even incorrectly reari 
° ne a cardinal sin. The Our'an is neither read no? glht 
^Translation for the very reason that translation mig ht i^jj 

""S’matter is deadly serious, and to make it a sub * 

insensitive fantasy is equally serious. »[ 

There is a further issue that your western reader does not , Pn 
that your corrupt Salman is the namesake not only of y ou j n 
book but of a historical personage who was a Persian conJ5 
of the Prophet, a companion who has been accorded a particular! 
elevated status by the Shiites. Given the militancy of the Shiites 
when you made Salman the polluter of the revelation, you knew 
that you were planting your hand in the cluster of bees! 

Your response to the uproar has been wavering and inconsis¬ 
tent, and your defense has the odor of self-righteousness. You 
say that people who have not read your book have no right to 
criticize it. But do you really think that reading the book will 
drastically alter their opinions? Then you talk about freedom of 
expression. Free speech is a tricky issue and cannot be taken too 
literally. 

What do you think the response of black Americans would be 
if you were to mock Martin Luther King Jr.? Or the reaction of 
the Jewish community if you eulogized Hitler? Or the anger of a 
pious Hindu if you were to present a graphic description of the 
slaughtering of a cow? 

As for your waverings, you started out by expressing regret 
over the fact that you did not write even a more controversial 
book. You accused the leaders of the angry demonstration in 
S ex P^°^‘ n g a religious slogan for secular and politica 

ends. They may have done so, but what about the innocent and 
ignorant people who died in the violence? You expressed no 
that^ at f ^ 0rt ^ em - And now you issue a three-sentence statem A 
Rirm- CSt ’ ^ as sem blance of regret. Quite honestly, 

sion iJoi y° u ^ eart does not beat in this statement, your exp 
s, on is glaringly perfunctory. . nd 

that aenL? 60601 ttlat a b° un ty has been placed on your h ea . e 
public \ in h!? er y ° U ’ rather than presenting himse tionS . 
This U a pitv 'I '" 8 J ou D have e,icite d the rage of entire 
T u t, Mr. Rushdie, you have cut them and 
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'SSSi a. God 

ie Muslims but at « he face . J gh His messengers. 

the message of love He universal condem- 

oseethe Western world get r led over t world 

slrtkwrespect for lsfam. The West had committed a number 
mks into the fire in its long history, because these books 
er said something uncaring about Christianity or even some- 
ig that was considered to be obscene. There can be nothing 
re obscene than a book that vilifies a heavenly religion and all 
st whoteheve in God should have condemned it 

'T m <*>forces fighting for 

jodshould be, by necessity T .t'TT A " th ° Se who believe 

feists know ,h e rel| g'°ns by evervT d of evi1 and one 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 


«< .-SISU 1 !!S?E2 ass 

rtdie^nsult to all the Muslims of the world should Sk* 
? the defence the Western governments are proviri hav ' 
when toil kind of thing happens the message the Mushn! 8 " 
2". e Wes, does no, respect them or their 1*5** 
nTeivine that kind of message could very easily spark ha,,"; 
S Is jus, the opposite of the belief of Christians P ha,red 

There is a long history of Western distortions of the ,e„ e , Sn( 
Islam and there have been long campaigns mounted by \y est " 
people to undermine Islam. Despite the onslaught of attacks on 
Islam by the Western world, the Muslim people have never 
attacked Christianity or any other religion or their leaders. Whyi 
Muslims know that it is totally against civilised behaviour and 
that civilised people do not indulge in using filthy language about 
someone held in respect. 

Christians believe that there had been many prophets. They 
should not have had any problem in regarding Muhammad as a 
prophet, like the other prophets who came before him. An attack 
on God’s one messenger is an attack on all His messengers and 
on His message; it is but a total disbelief in all revelations through 
the prophets. In short The Satanic Verses is a blasphemy of all 
religions and an insult to all those who believe in God and claim 
to be civilised. It is the work of the devil incarnate, and all those 
who are supporting its continued distribution and promotion of 
it through controversy which will make a market for it through 
curiosity are aiding the devil in his work! 

Source: The Saudi Gazette (Jeddah), 24th February, 1989. 


A Call for Fairness 

Birmingham Central Mosque’s Advertisement 
in The Times (3rd March 1989) 


THE RUSHDIE AFFAIR 

man’s greed? ** lat lbe ent ' re British Nation should pay f° r 0 
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,, to would 1»1 be considered as criticism - it would be 
nagination of a confused mind. 

diehasportrayed the Prophet of Islam as a brothel keeper. 

n, this is not criticism, but the imagination of a confused mind. 

«es, Christ and Mohammed can be allowed to be nortraved 
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behaviour? * for teachin 8 0U£ children a concept 

“ Slllil 'k calmly and not be guided h 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 


t0 all patriotic, fair minded British Citizen, . 
i’ouTprotes. and write to us so that a joint action can h C p i^ u , 


Act Against Rushdie Today 
Before it is Too Late 

Britain’s move to appease the world-wide Moslems w as ton 
little too late. The Moslems still are expecting that the British 
leaders will try to realize the depth of injuries to Moslems acroa 
the world through The Satanic Verses. 

Both Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher and Secretary of State 
Sir Geoffrey Howe admitted that the book offended the Moslems 
Naturally this alone is simply not enough to heal the wounds of 
enraged Moslems who have protested everywhere they were to 
be found. Several people have given their lives and hundreds were 
injured during these demonstrations which are still continuing. 

The protests reached a peak after the Leader of the Islamic 
Republic issued a Divine Decree on February 14 in which the 
Imam Khomeini ordered the execution of the author, Salman 
Rushdie who clearly blasphemed Islam and the Islamic sanctities. 

The Moslems clearly expect that the British government should 
openly condemn the book and stop its further sale and publication. 
They also expect that the author should be tried as he ‘offended 
Moslems’. . . 

Banning of the book will not be the first or the last in Britain 
ery recently the Thatcher Administration has banned a book, 
apycatcher’ for the simple reason that the book will put the lives 
ot some people in danger as well as that it had offended some. 
Sata Pyj?* c ^ er can Be banned and condemned then why n ot 
whoTr CrSeS ^ as Burt one Billion Moslems and ot ^ 

while b th' eVe ,ha ' thC beliefs of othcrs should be res P eC,ed 
We «!! ^? ised r 'ghts to expression. tarY 

principle oV ' ke , t0 remind Mrs - Thatcher of an etemenWf 
•hese Fs ignored It S ’ tba,ri 8 hts and duties 8° together. If 
Tie author whiil results ln a tragedy such as ‘The Sataa ' c , „ ve f e |t 
fesponsibilitv r, e . V sin 8 the rights of expression should . ^ 
"' ,y 0n h ' s Part for the feelings of the Moslems, a fa' 
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An Affront 

by Khurshid Ahmad 

^struggle of the Islamic l/mma 

order and .he unUyJ„d 
solidarity of the Umma on the basts of the Qur an and Sunnan. 
MlimduliU, the waves of Islamic resurgence are mounting in 
all parts of the world and while the struggle is long and arduous, 
the silver lining on the horizon is widening and expanding to 
Wd the dawn of a new and bright era for Islam 

<ke Muslim 

r-> - A b,'KS'sr,r sm ‘ *««** 

>»*£tr" nd,( >-io iur '° n Muslims in 

4s " ncl Muslim r almost every P Um Eastern Europe anrl 
^Iffthe hu°t nmunit y. These p r ° pean country theL 

Standi 1 mic ttmna and immunities xJ ^ ls a 

>na„d C0 y n, hei ride0 i o e y are making evp ^ art *he 

haVe Ce^"« 
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. nnt directly under the control of the Musli ms T . 

,° lands not d ^cween (he Is | amic and , hc W ester ^ he y also 

constitute " r * ization of Islamic Countries (Oln " 

[Sr interest in the problems and prospects of ,J is 

^Chairman, I want to take this opportunity to invite J 
attention of this Conference to the gruesome challenge ' hc 
Muslim Communities in the West, nay the entire world of 
face today because of the vicious intellectual and literary Sj 
on Islam that are assuming menacing proportions in the w? 
Contemporary Islamic awakening is being grossly misrepresented 
as the rise of fundamentalism and fanaticism. These efforts have 
been on the increase, but all limits of decency and toleration have 
been broken by a scandalous novel The Satanic Verses by one 
Salman Rushdie, published by Penguin/Viking in the UK and 
USA. This vicious book, which has been, on pure literary criteria, 
rated as low by a number of top literary critics, even as unreadable! 
has been chosen to be promoted on a vast scale and translated 
in twenty languages of the world. Even before the book appeared 
in print in September 1988, a calculated effort was made by the 
Western media to project this book which contains vicious attacks, 
abominable falsifications and calumnious and slanderous state¬ 
ments against the Prophet Abraham (a Prophet in whom all 
adherents of Judaism, Christianity and Islam believe) and the 
Prophet Muhammad (peace be upon him), his respected and 
revered wives (who are more sacred and respected in the eyes of 
all Muslims than their own mothers) and a number of close 
companions of the Prophet, who represent for the Muslims the 
noblest specimens of humanity. The authenticity of the Quran 
and of the prophetic Traditions has been blatantly denigrated, 
e whole book is an exercise in scandalous vilifications an 
asphemous statements causing gross provocation to all t * 
° H °. V y ers °f Is lam and polluting the minds of Western rea er 
. C ^ un 8 er generations against Islam, its Book, its Prop 
1 s re lgious leaders and sources of guidance. , n 

publish^* ? at scions and slanderous book h as 
is an affm^ 1S being wantonl y projected by the Western ^ 

the good * 001 ° n ^ t0 M us ii m faith and conscience, . 

in the name nS f f° f the entire civilized world. To defend this b q 
° f freedom of conscience and expression am 
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me ^‘Tr the false M every s ° c ‘^t the 

lleV respe iScome hone* d s * ut a , s0 matt b , iclZ e 
5nand^; o f , iti c al issues to ^ a right 

and H Ul routrigh‘ lies. calcU ‘ a U e S that must 

|' llJi0lOg> P ofartistic freedom g cer tatn values nQ 

l.^ cnected by all minds to P 


rellK' u, ‘ . va 1ijeS 

^bl^P h 7 b 0U a |fS'theTeaV^cer 13 !n >imits beyond^h m i nd s 

kresp« cled .by ajn al | oW corrupt minds t d Conimitme nt 

.0 truth is jot* 

10 freedom is fundament , 0 stood f or freedom, but we 
.oterure vilification of our rel^on and 

Sk".3 C ov°“r hi™ rtenm protest against these 
slanderous attacks on their values and will not rest until this 
mischief is undone. I assure this Conference that the Muslims in 
the UK and Europe are aware of their responsibilities, both to 
fcMtheland and to the demands of their faith and honour. 

CdlTEtLrWe M hn Slim t h G0V r rnmentS haVe taken a 

Muslim position on this im pC thls Conf erence will express 
T’“tvocal erm W e e n" ernatlona l challenge in clear and 

f 811 instruments ' hamefaced efforts t0 

ftfc'tSiry Ke >S°"™ ic boo!” oma,ic - 

yre ndere d bv JhJ P ? ted copies D „i n ~?° k a °d its 







Sacrilege versus Civility 

The blasphemous novel The Satanic Verj ei b 
Rushdie be immediately banned in all those MuIJS 
tries where it has not yet been banned; Sl,n ’ co Uri . 

The publishers forthwith: 

(i) withdraw this novel from the market, and 

same; P u 'Ptht 

offer an unconditional public apology t0 a || ^ 


lims; and 

commit not to publish or promote it i n 
form or language in the future; 


an y other 

3. If the publishers fail to comply with the above forthwin, 
such publishers and their holding companies be blacklist d 
and import of all their publications banned in all Muslim 
countries; 

4. Economic sanctions be used against all those who extend 
protection to this blasphemous book against Islam; 

5. The author of this novel be banned from entry into any 
Muslim State; 

6. Wide publicity be given to the measures taken by the 
Muslim States so that it serves as a deterrent and in future 
no one dares to degrade Islam in this manner; 

7. Embassies in non-Muslim States be directed to contact the 
Governments of their countries to take effective action in 
banning this book and seeking its withdrawal from the 
market. 

8. Finally, positive efforts be made at all levels to project the 
true message of Islam through the latest technology avail¬ 
able. 

Mr Chairman, I hope and pray that the leaders of the Muslim 
an^fuifn th^' 0 ^ gan ’ zat * ons gathered here will rise to the occa 

Council of°Eur he SPCeCh by Khurshid Ahmad, Leader, Delegation of the j**, 

Riyadh on ^ ,S ' amiC F ° rCi8n Mi " iS,erS ' 
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being 

»asno 


^"regarded as a '“^‘^site'has never toabuse’ 

*g£ ^absolute ‘right to insult orto^ ^ 

'suXnintended insults 
SSSflS moment * » discovered or pointed on 

to a transgression has been committe . 

Examples galore, but three would suttice. 

Not long ago the Midland Bank axed its television campaign 
following complaints by members of the British Jewish community 
who said the advertisement perpetuated ‘the myth of the 
aereotype Jew’. The advertisement had featured a Jewish-lookine 

achievi ng success 

. ..timei»*hd" m tT,IL pr n? lsa " d lhe Midland 

P a, gn They said they had ‘not f ^ advertising cam- 

?Sei in .K Wasinfa «hip d hfi y oK Jewish actors aM 1 Created 

£l d,hed0 iV^^nity qua, tf ather tha r 

n,ish *<K2: 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

Mr Havin' Pinner secretary of the Board of j ewish n 
M H :l,i that 'We already have an informal arrano. Dc P* 1 tier 

■'» sh °' v us ., w °' k! .«r *« 

Cd he B«rd -o»U be happy if anything on tele»i£ , > 
kn come to us first'. Again no one accused the co mm ," ° ul( l 
nnerating its own censorship over publishing and now t^“ yo1 
exiend it overthe electronic media. That would have been dot'” 
the central issue: that of civility in human communicaS'" 8 
because stripped of civility communication ceases to be 
intended for and becomes an instrument of oppression. s 
More recently, barely two weeks ago, the microphone of th 
Speaker of the House of Commons happened to utter some word 
described as ‘expletive’, but even the inanimate voice system 
refused to transmit the word. No one complained of the system 
stifling his right to ‘free’ expression. It was simply treated as a 
‘Satanic’ non word. No fuss, no crisis! That was civility and dignity 
and it should have been so. 

The other day the most senior judge at the Old Bailey, Sir 
James Miskin, 64, happened to refer to Black people as ‘nig nogs’. 
It was an after dinner speech and he used the words ‘nig nog’, 
and ‘murderous Sikhs’ in order to illustrate his point with respect 
to many defects in the criminal justice system. These remarks 
were noted by a Leicester magistrate, Michael Prickett, who wrote 
to Sir James objecting to his choice of words, and copied his letter 
to the Lord Chancellor, the Home Secretary and the Commission 
for Racial Equality. And Sir James quickly apologised admitting 
that it was a ‘silly expression’ and he ‘regretted’ having used it. 

Compare the Midland Bank advert, the ‘expletive’ coming out 
of the Speaker’s microphone and Sir James’ ‘nig nog’ with the 
1 th an L d abuse heaped on Abraham, and Muhammad (peace be 
3nC * ° n Ver ^ man y sanct ities of Islam in The Satanic 

eenpM? la ? autumn Muslims took exception to what is n°'J 

K admilted ,o be m ° st f ° u| and fi|th y b ° ok ’ the r, c 

(Viking Penguin. September 1988). they tejjj 
dignity Thf^ raisin 8 the most ordinary point about dece JLj ts 
of the noveP f f re 00t concerne d with the literary faults o m 

impenetrable 'a"!, 1 - 6 ° tber cri,ics wbo said the b °° * ^nunish'^ 
its author for ,n fact ‘unreadable’ and called for P_ t j ng to 
r f0r 1,5 Precious English’). They were not object 
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any of the telephonic conversation between them, lne renguin 
have, however, maintained a studied silence over the matter 
taking cover behind the author. The powerful media have, on the 
other hand, adopted the cause to distort the issue and launch a 

w!i Campaign °i m ° re insults a 8 ainst Muslims. Insofar as 

^k:° t *?™ * i,h *>« -thor, 

“,»d y « ilh th = publishers, 

li seems they wamt g nr ® fusin g to withdraw their 
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„„ rh Muslim organisations separately in order p os , iM 
approach M - formu | a e but without having i 0 ' by, otry 
'lea? They failed to discover any differences 0 ? ke 4 

imone'Muslims who have since agreed to refer all ov!^ 0 " 
1 U K Action Committee on Islamic Affairs at the n S1 ° 
Cultural Centre, London. The Action Committee has s,neet’ C 
able to bring together some major Islamic groups who had > 

been working regionally. 

Britain can rightly boast of having the largest number of exnpr» 
on Islam and Muslim world, but, it appears, that when it ca ? 
to the crunch, they all failed their country and their tax-p av 
They have allowed themselves to lose sight of the real issue and 
got distracted by the deafening cacophony surrounding the battle 
to defend The Satanic Verses. The subject is deserving of a serious 
study, after all the noise and dust has settled down, but there is 
little doubt that the uninformed output about Islam and Muslims 
that has come up during the past three or four months far surpasses 
all the bitter polemics produced during the crusading centuries. 

Instead of showing any understanding, the Muslim feeling of 
hurt was variously seen as the rise of Islamic militantism orches¬ 
trated by Libya, Saudi Arabia and Iran, as a reaction of insecurity 
by people caught in a climate of modernity and change, as a 
melancholy desire to escape into the dark ages and as a refusal 
to integrate with the British way of life. Neither was true. 

Some condescending words have been said no doubt about their 
respect for their Faith, their devotion to family values, their 
law-abidingness and their contribution to the nation’s commerce 
and entrepreneurial spirit etc. but they have been warned that if 
they continued to object to the highly praised Satanic Verses they 
risked inviting a backlash from the host community and even 
losing the cultural rights they have so far enjoyed. , 

There was never an attempt to understand Muslim feelings 
eep hurt caused by the book, yet they were condemned exp Q 

as vandals and enemies of freedom! . 

nf H° U !, n ? omhs after . enter Ayatollah Khomeini with his sen 
to n?„ ° r *i e author and that provided an occasion for e ^.L a | 
leader ri f 0t A .y atollah ls *h e supreme religious an P 

anv dor 3 sovere ‘6 n country and well within his righ s n0 
one triedhnT accordance with the laws of his count* 
take an objective look at the situation an 
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&Sl“ion came when the Home Secretary 
armed with such sensational appreciation of the situation travelled 
loBirmingham to lecture the community to abide by the laws Of 
the country or else-to get out. Obviously on the basis of advice 
he had received, the Home Secretary had assumed a priori that 
Wmshad become outlaws and needed to be lectured in a firm 
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of citizenship was in fact an act of integratio 

they are construed as refusal or unwilli n gn e « ? b ut s Urn .. 

Mr Hurd's dialogue with Muslim communitv i ,nte grate Sty 
gham did not seem to be very helpful either T| aders in ft 
by the chairman of the Birmingham Central iu pass iona| lrniin ' 
that ‘those who support Mr Rushdie’s right f Sque D r M P,ea 
the way he has expressed himself, should v °,, ex Pres s h,v^ asin > 
defending' elicited not only incomprehension '1® What thev elf ‘ 
imtation. The Home Secretary acknowi !!° n but also \ are 
'■W. ..<1 y« J. ..a, i, is J, "•« Si'j 

gd aboul condemning the bo^V”-"*" ft' 
above the noisy react^n (The Times, 25th v'u^hi* 
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7 ul , l ^ u dUUUl condemning the books’ V n,ster s in h 
above the noisy reaction (77ze Times L Ra,s ing hj s " th,s 

said: ‘I tell you very strongly. Once von^ Febru ary) Mr > e 
you it is a slope you would regret havm? n? ° n that - Ip2? rd 
was no intention to reform the blasnh PUShed Us ^n^C® 
protection to non-Anglican faiths I"/ ,aw to extend ' 

lawfully and as loudly as thev m a i Muslims mav n " s 

5ro “ n p damental Right and needs 7 to h eC6,Ve U " equal ‘"dignity s 
broader context of human rights in Vf, Pr ° V,ded for within fhe 
is not all helnfui &Ils ln Britain. 

usedto’ ° f expressi °n and of toler^^ admitted virtues of 
tanfam ' CenSetoabus e and when u- When that ‘freedom’is 
detail? 0 , W t0 '"tolerance of?? Preaching of tolerance becomes 
a ‘^°^ legal redress"^J 0ntr y views - The specifics and 
an imT b °wever even h? S sett l ed provided there is 
Tavln ? stanc, ing. The situaf before tbere is will there has lobe 
whde u CO r Servative MP fo r c" W , aS weil su "imed up by Edward 
to I? US,lms were bdnV° r ° U ‘ hend when hc pointed out that 

X«S r „ p "4S“ ,o<>b “™ '*». £»»«"» 

Musbml witfl draw their ^rh- 6 sai d and hinted that if they 
rights, ft 0118,11 as well disoii? r tl0 u t0 The Satanic Verses ’ the 
Empire (h! eems tbaf when M lf r themse,ves from en i°> , ' ng °. lhe ,[ 

e ywereconsiderA!? US ,ms were subjects of the British 
rn °re deserving of rights and dignity 
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Zm that racist abuse and harassment have risen in British 
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idly nowadays. A recent 

ional Union of Teachers 
issa« that racist abuse^and harassment have risen in British 
schools following controversy over your book The Satanic Verses. 
me pupils have been taunting Asian classmates for religious 
beliefs. This is apart from the deaths of some 12 people in Pakistan 
and India after clashes with police and others. How very aot is 
ibe title of your book. J " 

The book has been stoutly defended in o \t i 

attended by several hundred wnWc * > ?. 3 ^ ew York rally 

Mf Mailer was reported to have made n a C Udlng Norman Mailer. 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 


#h«it Voltaire never said it; it was invented ann 
^nuiTamodern biography. The second is that aluj^ 
10 'm'J ell have defended the unfettered expression of J v i 8h hc 
n "! h H it is very unlikely that he would have been l^ ewhe 
f to i Nor.lam pretty sure, would Mr. Mailer And "V 0 
fhinf if Mr. Mailer were willing to give his life for fellow ,2* 
SKwould he do so for me? Come to think ofSjg 

R You'll note that I have spoken of Bernard Levin as a j ewitk 
writer, but this is simply to indicate his different stance f rom t c! 
of another Jew, and I quote here from the London Sunday Tim ' 
profile on you: “In print he (meaning you) was accused of bei n ! 
a deracinated Indian who denied his own background, of being 
published by a Jew (Peter Mayer, head of Viking).” 

Incidentally, the article mentioned your experience at Rugby 
where you encountered “the wog-baiting of English public school¬ 
boys” but that you were “shielded from its uglier manifestations 
by being pale-skinned and well-educated with impeccable English 
voice.” 

I have read your book Midnight’s Children about India which 
won the prestigious Booker Prize. I read that you had to apologise 
to the family of Indira Gandhi because a teeny-weeny part 
indicated that she neglected her husband. Wasn’t there something 
about a Miss Ironpants there? It has been suggested that the 
character so named is the present Prime Minister of Pakistan, 
Benazir Bhutto. What, no apology? 

But what saddens us most is your portrayal of our Prophet 
Muhammad . 

May I commend to you the following story of Prophet Muham¬ 
mad as related by Dr. Ali Shariati, one of the ideologues oft e 

Islamic revolution in Iran. f 

A Jewish woman pours down filth on him from the roc \ o 

e ouse while he is on his way and he says nothing. One b 
dirtT 3 ’ P asses a *°ng his everyday route and did notsee ' 

co r : r gpoured - He asks > ‘ where » s m y friend today? sh ?- 

I nnH SCC f m j' ^ en told that she is sick he pays her a visi • 

history tripos^ 3 ' y0U . wote a P a P er on Islam f ° f Iranian 
to accent Pi S ^ 0U rni 8ht, therefore, know that the f ,rs , a „) 
Fa s who a ? W ? s one by the name of Salman (repeat 
‘ Wh0 later became a part of the Prophet’s family- ' 
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of many innocents is th S ku Salman Rushdie take 

«S*rJS-™d con, T e. on the beliefs, 
culture and civilisations of the people they left behind. 

Rushdie is guilty of not only intellectual prostitution but 
culpable homicide, for as a nominal Muslim he should have 
foreseen that The Satanic Verses would provoke reaction of such 
nwgratude that it would lead to violence and death. In the scale 
?“■ *“ lh '»' * “w ot Muslims still no, equal to Sat 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 


. Th e British, having felt the anger of \» 
religions *sn * . d , y came up with a statement CO nH 1 lin »s 
"° rl M>for likening Britain and Nazi Germany - but stffeS 
RU lmJ£ blasphemy. The Economist describes the< 
diTribu ors of Rushdie’s book as “those who have^u'^ 
in «* front line of the defen, „,»« 
ahjes ” Do western values include the right to blaspheme' 

Se innocent deaths of Muslims? me >nd 

I, is unfortunate that President Bush should disregard ,h 
sentiments of a billion Muslims and find it important to supn or 
Rushdie. He says that inciting murder and offering rewards f ot 
its perpetration are deeply offensive to norms of civilised be¬ 
haviour. As a former director of the CIA, Mr. Bush should know 
better than to make such statement. The West German foreign 
minister states that the recall of western Europe’s ambassadors 
from Iran is a signal to Iran for the “maintenance of human dignity 
and free speech.” Free speech doesn’t include blasphemy - and 
the signal in not only to Iran but to 46 Muslim nations from 
Indonesia to Morocco. Yugoslavia’s decision to publish the book 
at this juncture will embitter the Muslims of that country and 
ultimately lead to its own balkanisation. And Russia, in con¬ 
templating publication, would be unwise to forget that over 40 
million Muslims live in the soft underbelly of the Soviet empire. 

There seems to be a deliberate attempt to disrupt the recent 
feeling of grudging respect for Islam in the west. The Mujahideen’s 
defeat of a superpower, Russia, in the name of Islam, is an event 
unparalleled in history. The courage of Palestinians braving Israeli 
bullets in the Occupied Territories comes from their deep faith 
in Islam. 

Who would benefit most from a rupture between Islam and 
Uinstianity? Western states say that when governments urge 
terrorism, compromise is not possible. Does only Muslim Iran 
come under this category? Why such outrage over a sentence oi 
semp 0n 3 nominal| y Muslim heretic when every day the ea 
Whv H Ce 1S P arr ‘ e< * out against defenceless Muslims in Palestm 
Why does the west not react? 

age oft „° Uble standards must end or the world will enter anothe 

ufiil "*«■* of ls * am against the west. The rift between 

everywhere We ^ further aggravation will inflame 

y re- We are witnessing the casting of a mosaic of event 
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ffZ«S« i ' heConm ' ,ersy 

by Ahmad Zaki Hammad 

»ho else) strove night and day to create the dramatic image of 
a embattled intellectual persecuted by a band of Medieval, 
aurow-minded, fanatic fundamentalists. 

The trick is clearer than ever. It should not mask the ugly reality 

l 1 !!:S eeXp !°“ a,lon of religion for commercial purposes. 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

r nl the believers of religion. A dark sleep overcame him 
f £ I ,o dream. In the blackness of his room, he saw « 2’ tP ni 
he began it and began to stroke it. Strange JL“ 

7 y iad never before heard came to his tongue, and he invoked L 
nfhis surprise a shadow appeared. His name, he declare^ 

Wasswoss if you wanL He had many ? a T S - 
-Good! Good! Very Good!" came the low vile, throaty br e „ lh 
of stale air from Wasswass in a deafening whisper. He was after 

all chief of the Lot. 

"I know what you want from me, Fasdan. And this is what y ou 
shall do. In the name of fiction and free expression, slander the 
Prophet with obscenity and abuse. Say what you will against 
Ibrahim, and, yes, say much, much about Muhammad, his family 
and the Companions. The more filthy you speak the more filthy 
rich you will become. Imagine the wealth, the fame, Fasdan, the 
glory! And think of the cash to come when you write about Jesus 
and Moses. 

“Yes ... the believers will burst with anger. A few will die. But 
worry not. The mighty press will come quickly to defend your right 
to free expression, and they will magnify your voice even louder. 
No one will ever see that you are crying ‘ FIRE ’ in the world theater. 
No one will dare speak ill of you for offending and inciting others. 

“Remember this. Your name will be mentioned in every home, 
in every paper. It will make you person of the week, person of the 
month, person of the year - and I will make you the person of 
eternity.” 

Fasdan, wide-eyed, agreed. 

Bored with fiction? Sorry, this is my first attempt, 
slam is not against a person’s right to hold contrary views. It 
1 ]! n , act intended to continue the heritage of all the prophets of 
a and to coexist with other religions in the world, as it has 
ery successfully for 14 centuries. 

“!? has "° P robl em with individual freedoms, expression or 

less tha^tk Ut ° ne s freed °ms stop where another’s begin- 

'«S ban thls 1S not freedortli but £. 

>t is clear'that C ?i? St c Utional ar S uments that have been used late y. 
provide S0 | llt - F rst Amendment’s authors were attempting 
a spSfic h r s t0 a com P' ex of “freedom” problems tha 
pubE h an ‘°r?r Eur °P e i narn ely, the lack of P°" tical ' 
"g, and religious tolerance. 
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sooeties of social ills, to free man to be the brother of man, to 
free people from darkness with light, to free the desperate with 
hope, the ill with comfort, the destitute with charity, the homeless 
Wkacceptance, the addicted with compassion, the downtrodden 
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MalW veterans and common Americans hold this , 0 K 
M an > . _f (VooHnm and are eotne to m,,., .. 10 b e ; 


. abuse of freedom and are going to court h be »n 
intolerable b between them based on snm nS0ui 

sr.r z 

diS ® e belie d ve U ^in' freedom of expression,” one veteran , 0 | d 

renorter "But that stops when it comes to the flag.” 101(1 » 

Then what of the Messenger, peace be upon him? Certain. 

1 "ler, ,h.» . banner. He is a Prophet of God, , ^ 
moral and spiritual excellence, and a guiding light for Muslim 
and humanity. Those who believe in him shouldn’t be expected 
to stand by while his message, his image is stepped on by some 
leftist idealogue. 

This Rushdie affair is not about basic freedom of expression. 
It is about a poisoned soul. This is neither Eastern nor Western 
but ethical in nature. 

So the “mutual satanization,” as it has been called, between 
some in the West and others who are Muslims, should stop. 
Rushdie capitalized (literally!) on just this misguided state of 
relations. By dredging up the ridicule and vilification of Islam 
and the Prophet from Europe’s Medieval, Inquisitional past, he 
raised the level of mistrust to dangerous heights. This was 
exacerbated by the media’s incessant portrayal of Muslims as 
fanatics, fundamentalists, and terrorists. A shift, away from this 
“attack-strike-back” posture to one of bridge-building, needs to 
occur, though it obviously will not sell as many newspapers. 

In this regard, I believe it is fair to say that had the media acted 
with restraint, rather than fanning the flames of this controversy, 
it would not have turned into the international fire-storm it has 
become. And though I am reluctant to criticize Muslims at a time 
when they have been under such an unfair attack, may I suggest 
that some Muslims as well could have benefited by more deliber* 
TrU l n V? S emotion - Yet in the same breath, I am compelled 
a man,! dU ? f0rthe com mon Muslims, who have in effect draw 
selfichiv 6 ^ C V * b, - v aroi md the body religious of Islam - 
22’“L the mterest of the rights of man the worship^ 
God-fearing have inalienable rights, including <1* 

W e J have their beliefs mocked. ,„ na | 

violence, but".^^ 0 ' subscribe t0 spontaneous and emo«^ 
3 due process of law and order. Let no 
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„ statement of the Islamic Society o 

totwonstatetm 


controversy over ddiman nuwuic o -- 

1. By depicting Islam, Prophet Muhammad, peace be upon 
him,his family, his Companions, his teachings, and the Angels, 
i a malicious, slanderous, highly defamatory manner, and by 
lading obscene and deropatnrv rpfprpn™»c cn a r>;f,Voii., 


iianutiuua, uigiiiy ucidiudiuiy maimer, anu oy 
zzrr- * nd der °g at ory references specifically to the 
*«witv' V of S ’the US i d, r haS grievous| y offended and violated 

, What makes il more 
besides being cltarlv un! 3SSaUlt ° n Islam and 

5 | S m? reckless ^regardof^f t sary for his literary 
1 commun '* y . 
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■ ,he spirit of harmony, goodwill and mutual respect an , 

,s members of society that ensures the full an ^ ' ^o ng 
,hC mem and responsible exercise of these rights by a i n ^ d 

cnjoynien do m of P express j on should not be a refuge for! Thc 
,d m the f intent to do malice, nor blatant lies, n 0 8 r defam^" 
Hdiiute The publishers and booksellers of America, as We , 0r > 

standard of fairness that should exclude works of slander ai ,d 
bigotry. 

3 . Beyond the issue of freedom of expression, the media and 
publishing industry has traditionally exercised a sophisticated 
self-restraint in the interest of social order and harmony, as well 
as in consideration of moral and ethical norms and the ethno-racial 
and religious sensitivities of society. Muslims would like the media 
and publishing industry to accord them the same rights and 
consideration which have generally been extended to other ethnic, 
racial, and religious minorities threatened by stereotypical por¬ 
trayal, innuendo, and false characterization. It is regrettable that 
Viking-Penguin, Inc., the publishers of The Satanic Verses in the 
U.S., has shown complete insensitivity to our concerns and has 
declined even to receive a representative delegation of the Muslim 
American community. It must have become clear to them by now 
that this book has hurt the feelings of hundreds of millions of 
Muslims throughout the world. We believe that a public apology 
is only appropriate and conducive to harmony and goodwill. 

4. The purpose of our peaceful expression of dismay with the 
contents of Rushdie’s Satanic Verses is to register the depth of 
our feelings against the author’s flagrantly slanderous references 
to the Prophet and his family; to correct errors and misconceptions 
? . ^ am that are likely to be taken as facts by the readers o 
J S boo ^v to impress upon the publishers that they should have 

erased better judgement in selecting and printing a book whic 
nation^? d one " fifth of humanity; and to encourage the dissemi 

"nd elsewhere' 316 information about Islam > in North 

Cardinal'(Tr Americans ar e grateful for statements issuec J b ' 
■ffi£Sv?£ fNew York, the Archbishop ofCanterbuO 
d Chief R a bbi of the United Kingdom in condemn g 
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Snted'Ss to refuse to broker hate against Islam and 
Mims-or any other religion or people for that matter and 
Mluntarily withdraw this slanderous work from their shelves. 
»t condemn the threat or use of violence to secure such 
-•nhdrawal. It is, however, most inappropriate and in bad taste 
bAmeritan andBuropean novelists to taunt Muslims on both 
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Novelist’s Freedom vs Worshipper’s 
Dignity 

by Ali Mazrui 

In the autumn of 1988 a debate started in Britain. It concerned 
Salman Rushdie’s novel, The Satanic Verses. Muslims in Britain 
exploded in indignation. The novel was declared blasphemous - 
and copies were ceremonially burnt. 

In November 19881 visited Lahore and Islamabad in Pakistan. 
Discussions about Rushdie’s novel had already started there. One 
analogy particularly struck me. ‘It is as if Rushdie had composed 
a brilliant poem about the private parts of his parents, and then 
recited the poem in the market place to the cheers and l au ghter 
of strangers! These strangers then paid him money for all t e 
jokes about his parents’ genitalia.’ This charge that I hear 
levelled against Rushdie in Pakistan was of pornographic betray 
of ancestry. It was a concept of treason in a special sense. 

In February 1989 Ayatullah Khomeini passed the deatns 
tence on Salman Rushdie. Other leaders in Teheran ot e 
reward to anybody who killed Rushdie. Before long the re 
had nsen beyond $5 million dollars - and diplomatic rela 
etween Britain and Iran rapidly deteriorated. Britain w ^ 
P° vi ^ partners in the European community, a 

tbe States expressed concern. The 

Muslim CSt Was bew * ld ered by the depth of Muslim ang yet 
SfcEJ bew *ldered by western insensitivity Was ^ 
problem of conflict of culture? Westerners had 
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^-Sthatyoucanno f S afe millions of 

irSenced the thing e s of the Bible. 

£ ch ,shans who have read only a f P ^ uf . an wit hout 

S'- *° Jews who know only 

SS?i fcMan, of .hose who have • eones 
itout Ayatullah Khomeini do not speak a word of Farsi . HOW 
many know from direct experience that Khomeini has really 
passed the death sentence on Rushdie? What about those indig¬ 
nant Muslims who /iave read the book? There is the assumption 
M Muslim critics of Rushdie must be ignorant of the English 
^ or incapable of understanding great literature. 

I T ' tason; Po'itical and Cultural 

Sr"•'Sirs? r on « w-d lh , 

lnd «< | . the We“ d S and ,he 


211 




Sacrilege versus Civility 


,. . To the present day treason under English l aw , 
and heir. T “ P , b | 00 dHne or obscuring it. ( lnc| ude s 
r'& does of course regard it as treasonable 
En t ad and comfort to the King's enemies.’ ,he of 
S The basic law of the United States defines treason mor 
,!viv in terms of war and military defence. The Am„ e 
founding fathers were aware that the concept of ‘treason’ 
be used by tyrants as an excuse for suppressing liberty, sti nj' d 
dissent, or preventing legitimate rebellion _The founding father® 
own revolt against King George III of England was ‘treason’ 
against the English monarch. 

^And so the American Constitution defined treason to the 
United States as consisting ‘only in levying war against them, and 
in adhering to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort.’ 

In the twentieth century defending the United States came to 
mean defending its ideology of liberal capitalism against the threat 
of communism, real or perceived. The hysteria of the McCarthy 
era soon after the Second World War hit Julius and Ethel 
Rosenberg in June 1953. Julius had once been an active member 
of the Communist Party. They were executed as spies at the ages 
of 35 and 32 respectively. 

Britain executed after World War II a Briton who had broadcast 
propaganda on the radio on behalf of Nazi Germany. And in the 
Middle of World War I, Sir Roger Casement - an Irish patriot 
who had served Britain well for a long time and then turned 
against Britain for the sake of Irish freedom - was executed for 
treason. Strangely enough, last-minute evidence of Casements 
alleged homosexuality sealed his fate. Treason to his King was 
confused with treason to his gender. 

n Islam there is no sharp distinction between church and state, 
e concept of treason is often indistinguishable from apostasy. 
death 11 ^ 6016 treason to the Umma was indeed often 

bv^rf 1 TheSatan ‘c Verses Salman Rushdie was per cel «j 
not m pr,r usl,ms as bein 8 guilty of cultural treason. Rushd.e h d 
Almost un re ^ ected Islam: nor had he merely disagreed wi 
,hrRushH , 0USly Muslims who had read the book conclud J 
lionised D ra e H ad ° bused ,s| am. What is more, he had Jg 
enemies andT ?. n(1 lav *shly rewarded and financed by °u 
Sand h °stde critics of Islam. 
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could more easily be explained. There is 
Islam to (he effecl that the Quran is impossih , gi ° Us do cl 
vet no book in history has been subjected t ,0 'Hitai •» 
imitation. No other Arab of Muhanimad’c /° m ° r e an*? A| >d 
dav has been put forward as the ‘real’ (peace b e Un „«'at 
Muslims, the secret of the miracle fa bor of the Q P ° n S 
Word of God. ’ qui,e S'mply, ,£j“ r . an. To 

Salman Rushdie's blasphemy does not I " ' S ,llc 


oa.u mm me V U 1 dll was Me W0rlv nf tl rs ,,U, e haH C ,c 

and not the word of God, he would I h Prophet Muhl ,mp,y 
normal interpretation of non-Muslims Th Ve .- been re Peat, n nin,ad 
m Rushdie s suggestion that it is the worlf b j as P hc 4 lies l”* 
term ‘Satanic Verses’ he refers to mo ? of *he Devil d ore 
in the history of Islamic revelation d ,ban an alleged ^'* le 

sir*-* 

(peace u* USh0Whefirs t changedlifn P t[ Slan scribe in Rushdie's 
be upon b-T" him ) ha d dictated'll thln £ S ,n what the Prophet 

‘Little thin W0ldd notice. see lp Muhammad (peace 

it*"? a ' Sharing ' 3 “// d / ecited a verse which God 
Stentin’ a wise - Here’s the r,Z ^1° W ‘ n ^’ 1 would write, all 
said Chrisf ’ ' So ( he next V ^ aflou,| d did not notice the 

coufate'i Wro,e S Z '„ Cbanged 3 big « er thing He 

thanked m t? But when I read T- H d not,ce that - sure, y ; how 
eyes ■ / P°hlely an( j ■ him the chapter he nodded and 

,n t heend P ,he 68) ° U ' ° f ,he * nt with tears in my 

rnisc Wefofcr But the< nove?fat' r°^ andMa hound’ssuspicion 
even as Muh ea,ln 8 doubt a ho , Ras hdie has already done his 
as the worH ha , nima d’s (peZv the aut henticity of the Qur’an 
° rd of God. (PCace be upon him) own work, let alone 


u* *»«* 

SsSfS'as-'S® ” da “ ribu,es 

f Indamcnial law. turn 

^sSSasasi"" 

more than suggesting that John Milton did not write 
fwlise Lost. It is worse than alleging that what Americans take 
lobe their Constitution consists of bastardized passages inserted 
hf mischievous scribes still loyal to George III of England. If 
American patriotism consists of upholding, protecting and defend- 
^Constitution of the United States, does not casting doubt 

£r? y0f ,he ConStitution co - close to befngthe 

the Defamation of the Dead 
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, nflel!a | recourse. But Rushdie is libelling women w hnt 
" d ‘ f . /some fourteen hundred years - the wives of th eP hav ' 
* n ^* d ; d (peace be upon him). Reputations of 1 * 0^1 phe| 
“Ten dead for so long have very little proteff * 
concepts of libel and slander. C,l °" unde, 

P is true that Rushdie does not say it was the Proph e p Sr , 
ives who were prostitutes. He creates prostitutes who adon,? 
mes of the Prophet’s wives - whores who play at being J? 
ouses of Mahound. Rushdie uses the trick of a play M | ' h 
flV - like Hamlet staging a play in order to find out if hi s u 
lied his father before marrying his mother. 

Rushdie suggests that the customers of the prostitutes ee t 
Iditional sexual excitement out of pretending to make love to 
e Prophet’s wives. 

‘the fifteen-year-old whore ‘Ayesha’ was the most popular 
with the paying public, just as her namesake was with 
Mahound . . . The fifteen-year-old whispered something in 
the grocer’s ear. At once a light began to shine in his eyes 
... She told him . . . about her deflowering at the age of 
twelve . . . and afterwards he paid double the normal fee, 
because ‘it’s been the best time of my life.’ ‘We’ll have to be 
careful about heart conditions,’ the Madam said... ’ (p.380). 


Rushdie goes on to say that the prostitutes who were pretending 
to be Mahound’s wives became: 


‘so skillful in their roles that their previous selves began to 
fade away . . . and the day came when the prostitutes went 
together to the Madam to announce that now that they had 
begun to think of themselves as the wives of the prophet the) 
required a better grade of husband than some spurting stone 
The Madam then married them all off herself, an i n 
that den of degeneracy, that anti-mosque, that labyrin 
profanity, Baal became the husband of the wives o 

former businessman, Mahound’ (p.383). 

caHed R Cr | W °i? S P r °stitutes were ‘married’ to the c b ar fj | 

as lhe h a K Wh J °. Pre,ended t0 be a eunuch at the br 0 ‘ he pro P S 

Mahound ^ ° f tV ^ elve whores > pretended to be the P tdu te 

"amed after .IT" e " in love with ‘ A y esha ’ ^ P 
tter ,he Prophet’s favourite wife. 
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^ro f P Zn^“fve h,S b .r p “e my would be m 
/irgin Mary as a prostitute, and Jesus as the son 
r Ua i clients. Also comparable would be any novel 
sis that the 12 apostles were Jesus’s homosexual 
ist Supper was their last sexual orgy together, 
esting to speculate which ones of the leading 
ould march in a procession in defence of the 
novelist. 
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wnfneople. All western protestations of freedom of 
nUm SrSc.ed daily by censorship.(official and unoffife** 
oern mass media. It is to this problem of compara.i J ' al > °n 
shin dial we must now turn. To a c 
industrialized world has basically 


western mass media. It is to tn.s prooiem ot comparative^ ° n 

"h^n that we must now turn. To a certain extent censorship ° N 
Jjnahzed world has basically moved from the primed ^ 
to the electronic media. 

In Britain elaborate efforts have been made by the ThatrK 

government to stop or discourage journalists interviewing sol? 

led Northern Ireland ‘terrorists . Margaret Thatcher has m Z> 
that publicity is the oxygen of terrorism. Is that different fZ 
saying democracy is the oxygen of terrorism? 

In parts of the United Kingdom you can quote a so-called 
militant of the Irish Republican Army - but you may not let his 
own voice say those words. Nor may you show him visibly on TV 
making his case. 

Sinn Fein as a political arm of the Irish Republican Army is 
also subject to severe censorship in parts of the United Kingdom 
- especially on the electronic media. Even elected parliamenta¬ 
rians for that particular political party are subject to those 
constraints. 

Peter Wright’s book Spycatcher was chased by Margaret 
Thatcher’s government to different parts of the White Common¬ 
wealth - in a bid by the British government to have the book 
banned. The Thatcher Government did not always have its way 
as it traversed the world to get the book suppressed. But the very 
fact that the Government of Britain had criteria of censorship of 
its own (however secular) belies the same Government’s protes¬ 
tations in defence of Rushdie’s ‘freedom of expression’. Margaret 
Thatcher was on firmer moral ground in defending Rushdie’s life. 

I personally have also been censored in Britain and the United 
tates, as well as in South Africa and my own native Kenya* In 
program 3 ‘New Gods’ of my BBC/PBS Television series The 
Africans: A Triple Heritage I start with a bust of Karl Marx. The 
'ewer js supposed to hear my voice saying: , f 

soul Ip^ 100 IS j the sigh tlle oppressed creature and the sou 

Jewish PropS 005 '’ S ° “ id KaH Mark ’ the laS ‘ ° f 

viewers^ Th' C ® roa< t c asting System was afraid of offending 
Jewish prophets’ 601 ' 3 *^ °^ endin S phrase was ‘the last of the g 
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-it was my Jewish 


m w f 1 

Elitist. 

SiSt manl WETA believed thac a hostile alliance 
rtjhtwing gentiles and irate Jewish liberals was more than the 
wcould cope with in the U.S.A. So the phrase was well and 
truly excised. But even this was not enough to put an end to the 
Jewish question’. The TV critic of the New York Times John 

th u th , ere was not enou 8 h reference to the 
itt";S“Z“ ned,ha * ,hm » as virtually 

As an Afri ca •. 

T'V '"*• 1 begin 

Unitg^hhia^ 
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„„„) and Jerusalem (the Knesset and all) P. 

(a su l K ' r ^ s d ., l s historic visit to Jerusalem. °8 ra mn, e 

' So. clear how much more about Israel and Jews J ohn r 

led in a television series about Africa before he would\ Corr Y 
re 'baance' was right! It » .romc that in a revS> 
ine Linn hook to the TV series a reviewer in the British i 
Sin Affairs (January 1987), the Journal of The R oya i 
Society, complained that I devoted too much space in the 

t0 ,he Jews. The book-reviewer was convinced that | " 
exaggerating the relevance of the Jewish Question’ to the Africa* 
condition. , 

What was the reaction of the Jews themselves? Israelis saw The 
Africans when it was shown across the border in Jordan. The 
Jerusalem Post reviewed the companion book and referred to the 
Jordanian showing of the series. The Post’s review was sympathe¬ 
tic and emphasized my treatment of the Jews in the book. An 
Israeli Fellow of an Oxford College in Britain wrote enthusiasti¬ 
cally to me about the TV series. My boss at the University of 
Michigan at the time, President Harold Shapiro and his wife 
Vivian, held a major reception in honour of my TV series and 
also hosted a distinguished dinner in my honour. All this in the 
midst of the controversy. (Since then Professor Shapiro has left 
Michigan to become Princeton University’s first Jewish President 
ever). But the fact remains that American gentiles censored me 
in order to protect the presumed sensitivities of the Jews. 

Comparative Incitement to Violence 

What about Ayatullah Khomeini’s death sentence on Salman 
Rushdie? Surely that is completely outside western standards 0 
egitimate behaviour? What was new about the Ayatullah K o 
roeini s death sentence was not the idea of murder by r ^ m0 ® 
control - it was the openness with which it was declared, t w 
worthy of Agatha Christie’s famous title A Murder is Announcea. 

western countries want to kill somebody in some otherc .^ nc y e 
Apen° meS f art ° f a covert operation. The Central Inte ig 
the wav^T 15 may take the initiative. The Israelis may fly 
goers en ° T / n * S and somebody in his bed. Western ,, t j 0 n of 

somethin^ f a T Bond 007 ■ He is sim P‘y an exaggC L /e for 
something utterly believable. As for Mission Imp*## 




Lary prize? 
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ftsnthere g but you cannot hide. lum for enemies 

0 is'Y°i> canru " of t he r countries was no a Y civilian 

STiwUfai *0 deliberately violated Italian 
Wes^nSrcatch sus^ts is 

either by direct kidnapping or by enticing the victim just beyond 
aparticular country’s territorial waters. A particularly interesting 
lustration is that of the Israeli nuclear scientist, Vanunu. To 
jany Israelis Mordechai Vanunu was guilty of double-treason 
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ii a Yunis accused of hijacking a plane in 1985, j s . r 

he c!oss P of the Carmelite Convent {Time, May 4, 1987^.°' 
L) She was born as Edith Stein, a Jew, in 1891. In 1922 ,1* 
in a biography of St Teresa of Avila Edith 
bantired a Catholic. Cultural Treason? In 1942 the Gestapo nicUa 
£ up in Echt, the Netherlands. She died in the gastt 
within a week. Did she die because she was born a Jew? Or did 
she die as punishment to the Catholic Church? In May 1987 P 0D ! 
John Paul II beatified Sister Teresa Benedicta - to the indignation 
of many Jews. 


On Literature and Anarchy 

In sentencing Rushdie to death in absentia, the Ayatullah has 
understandably been seen as inciting violence against a citizen of 
another country. And yet Mr Rushdie is still alive - while twenty 
other people in the sub-continent in which he was born are dead. 
Who is inciting whom to violence? Did Mr Rushdie really fail to 
see that what he had written was the sort of stuff which could 
provoke violent demonstrations in the Indian sub-continent? Or 
did he not care? When India prudently decided to ban the book, 
Rushdie appealed to Rajiv Gandhi to lift the ban. 

But Mr Rushdie and his publishers had been warned about the 
explosive nature of The Satanic Verses by Indian advisors before 
the book was published. Mr Khushwant Singh, a non-Muslim 
advisor to Penguin publishers, warned Penguin about the boo’ 
before publication. He warned that the book could disturb law 
and order in India. As for Rushdie himself, he was born an Indian 
and wrote about the partition of the sub-continent. In a P re Y ! ?!? 
°°k he has shown sensitivity to how easily ordinary folks in I n 
can 1 1 each other for religious reasons. Mr Rushdie was pro a 
perfectly aware that an article published in The Deccan Her 
idim a ^ m ®, P r0 phet Muhammad (peace be upon him) 
t, resulted in riots and the death of 50 people. haS 

alreadv kfr 1 being P ubl 'shed in India, The Satanic Verses h 
feady k,lled -"ore than a dozen people in Mr Rushdie’s country 



i^entcon^ y .„ l95 0s was 
.^LusaJdeq 0 


M #nandKa« ^ book in world politics 

Isihe Satanic Verses th Hitler’s book was anti- 

m.lerhadpolUical 
Lmons - while Rushdie’s ambitions seem to be basically 
Social and mercenary. But fundamentally the two books are 
ints of alienation and fundamentally divisive in intent and in 

m 

Ahn Bullock in his book Hitler, A Study in Tyranny (New 

Harper and Row, 1964 ) said- 
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U( , r( , we need to deal with the point of convergence u 
. H and racism. In Medieval Europe the ultima,® betw «eri 
re ' g W of the devil on earth was Muhammad ( peace ^us 
S The ultimate racial symbol of the devil oneX** u P»r 
Sack man. Islam was the ultimate religious distance awau’^ 
godliness. Blackness was the ultimate racial distance away 

h> MuchTater Rudyard Kipling portrayed the black colonial 
‘half devil, half child'. For a long time Muhammad (near '. 85 
upon him) was regarded as full devil. The white man later had^ 
name of scorn for the Black man. The name was 'Ni gg e r ‘ Th 
white man in medieval times also had a scornful name for the 
Prophet of Islam - the name was ‘Mahound’. 

Rushdie claims that just as ‘Blacks all chose to wear with pride 
the names they were given in scorn, likewise, our mountain-climb¬ 
ing, prophet-motivated solitary is to be the medieval baby- 
frightener the Devil’s synonym: Mahound’. Rushdie adds: 

‘That’s him. Mahound the businessman, climbing his hot 
mountain in the Hijaz. The mirage of a city shines below him 
in the sun’, (p. 93) 

Rushdie also turns his torch-light on Bilal - the first Black 
Muslim in history. Rushdie reminds us that the Prophet (peace 
be upon him) had seen Bilal being punished for believing in one 
God. It was like Kunta Kinte being whipped to give up his African 
name, Toby Vs. Kunta Kinte. 

Bilal was asked outside the pagan Temple of Lat to enumerate 
the Gods. ‘ “One” he answered in that huge musical voice. 
Blasphemy, punishable by death. They stretched him out in the 
fairground with a boulder on his chest. How many did you say 
ne, he repeated, one. A second boulder was added to the fir$^ 
One on one. Mahound paid his owner a large price and sct .'Jl / 
ree. Bilal became the first great voice of Islam. Black 0 
T"* or ld History began with Seyyidna Bilal . . 

monnth die SCemS t0 give BilaI credit for his unCOm f even 
Mahound- a,le gedly more uncompromising than n( j 
teior H 1hlmSe,f - After a "> according to Rushdie, MgJ 
- below rt/ a Q Cepted a Pa gan Trinity (three pre-Islamicg 0 ' . e( j 
‘God cannot w PI r eme God.) Bilal was dismayed. He ex ^ 
cannot be four’. ( p . i 07 ) Mahound later reneged on 
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the s,ave Bill f n e R .S a voice to match 


>'‘ as eve Bilal. the U ^h a voice 
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1 (p. 101) 


he poet Baal say to the bl be po p U l a r With 

wrth anything, do you thm y ^ Salman 

you?’- (P- 104) B, t la T e 4l a ck man ‘We should be 
:S&osento,tack us,’he smiles, 
daxes, subsides, (p. 104) 

gives Bilal a re-incarnation as a Black American 
Islam. This time Bilal is called Bilal X - like Malcolm 
:ems to follow the leadership of a Shi'ite Imam in 
gainst a reincarnation of the Prophet’s wife Avesha - 
ML***?- Bi l alx has the same old vocal power 

£ '■» .henE 

ansi history - to regard as ‘thp ^ ^ 3S ^ een taught 

*** ^•^1^S!S acant - the crea tion 
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. voice in the habit of being listened to; well nourished hi u 
I ,l the voice of American confidence, a weapon of ik 7 hl V 
r rned aS ns its makers, whose might upholds the E m ‘ p e < 

•Sts. mm *«*■ x -?!“. k 


tu. w'»"»' 1 » ,oi “-. ™ d -rs, 1 ® # 42 ■ 

equate him with Yankee imperialism, Rushdie puts the f 0 | 0 ‘ 0 

words in the mouth of the Imam: ow "ig 

‘Bilal, your suffering is ours as well. But to be raised in th 
house of power is to learn its ways, to soak them up through 
that very skin that is the cause of your oppression. The habit 
of power, its timbre, its posture, its way of being with others 
It is a disease, Bilal, infecting all who come too near it |f 
the powerful trample over you, you are infected by the soU 
of their feet’, (p. 211 ). 

Is Rushdie making fun of African Americans generally? Or is 
he satirizing Afroamerican Muslims? Or is he ridiculing the 
significance of Malcolm X? But since many Afroamerican Muslims 
regard Islam as one route back towards re-Africanization, and 
therefore a point of return to Roots, is Salman Rushdie simply 
continuing his basic contempt for his own roots? 

Kunta Kinte - if Alex Haley is right - was a Muslim. Alex 
Haley went looking for his own roots. Salman Rushdie turned his 
back on his own. To the question whether The Satanic Verses is 
racist as Mein Kampf was, the answer is definitely not. But there 
is an undercurrent of Negrophobia in both books. The two books 
are also both anti-Semitic - but directed at different sections of 
the Semitic peoples. While Hitler was primarily anti-Jewish, there 
is an undercurrent of anti-Arabism in Rushdie. Rushdie cannot 
elieve that Muslim Pakistanis can be pro-Palestinian withou 
prostituting themselves to Arab governments, 
n his earlier book, Shame, Salman Rushdie says: 

V ' a b° ut anti-Semitism, an interesting phenomenon, unde 

w ose influence people who have never met a 
f^ s Sa ^ e maintaining solidarity with the nt 

** * es wh ‘ ch °ffer Pakistani workers, these days, employ 11 
much-needed foreign exchange . . . ’ (p- 72) 

There 1S a scho °l Of thought on the Cornell campus which says 
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What kind of idea does Submission (hi 
full of fear. An idea that runs away {p'llb)^'°da y? 

Of course Rushdie did not know that «,• 

Publishing those lines, Rushdie himself ,, ,' n a few m 

and issue a Satanic verse of apology fr 0m £! g0 ""* 3 * ° f 

niding n i a, ng- 

Source: Impact International, 19/7, 28th Anril_i . u P aCe - 

' llth May i 989 
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Secularism at Bay 

by Yaqub Zaki 

announced "that tod^WmhTl ? h ritish da dy The Gu J 

a 33d33733h 0r n T/!e Gu ^ i 3, a Z n tL p T,’ here " 

of advocate for the ir The ? uard ‘an i n its self-annJ? ! menl 
articles bv Ppt t ^ er, ce (of Rushdie Ppoi nted role 

general and £ Jenkins Stainingj bes , da >' s ™ 

At first sight t!? ? part,cu lar. g J S against rel 'gion in 

P b rachcl a appears ,m P ress| ve, 

ment grl Wthout ««ption h/hr V hat the ^ ! ‘ sted «* 
out to 8 he as one ’ s eye traces 8 ! t! lgh , t flgures - ° ne ’s amaze- 
Owen n JOurna, ists and MPs ri? Ch r> C ° lumn; the ‘writers’ turn 
nre CniS ^ ea %, John SilK ^ HzUtersley, Dr. David 
sh °uld raise! in ‘ he «« °f theT^’ Roy Jenkins. 

journalists lil-3 throws but thl ° f the permissive socie( >' 

a hostile lke Catherine Whiter. ^ write rs’ also turn out to be 
Twelve wh^ 6 0n Malika c„|? r / lorPo,, yToynbee,whowrote 
Ma nv ton 6 " She s °ught n 0 |h ^ ! begov,c > °ne of the Sarajevo 
a bne?„ T h ° ares bow4 D P ° J ' tlcal as V ,um in Britain, 
chat she, he,r lives bn P ? 0na,,tl « who nrnhuhlv never wrote 


ctiat shnu/c 11 IJVes but aVf, ,— IIUCS who probably never wrote 

they ar e f ° n te tevisj 0n hire r? US . e ^°^ na mes because they host 
am ° Us they aJso h/n DeniS Norden or Muir. Where 

Ppen to be Jewish, like Arthur Mih er ’ 
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a militant feminist. Equally militant, there figures here . 
as-Sadawi, who authored a book on the sexolopv nf °°^al 
Nawal is too ugly to attract men, but here too i s Dabi Vv >*n 
of the United Arab Emirates, notorious in the Midd7\ Khar ^ 
her numerous liaisons. Dabiyya is a poet of sorts 
self-indulgent prose poetry replete with sexual implic a ti Wrile $ 
On the male side, there is Anis Mansur, married to 
one of the pillars of the secular establishment under Sa ? C ° pl ' 
who accompanied the Egyptian leader on his famous fn and 
Jerusalem. Praised by the Israeli literary establishment m 0 
his work consists of plagiarisms from the writing of Louis a°w ? 
the Coptic writer. Among expatriates there is Fuad Ajami 
mercenary who works for the American political establishment 3 
Said Aburish, another enemy of the Islamic movement, is near 
the top of the list. None of these Arab writers seems to feel any 
embarrassment at being juxtaposed with Israeli writers like 
Yeheida Amichal. All are without exception journalists; there is 
not a single literary figure among them. 

Most of the Pakistanis like Mazhar Tirmidhi and Amin Mughal 
are totally unknown, even to Pakistanis. The sole exception is 
Hanif Kureishi, author of the pornographic film Sammy and Rosie 
Get Laid and the no less charming My Beautiful Launderette 
(about homosexual life). The sole Bangladeshi to appear on the 
list, Safir Ahmad, has to his credit a 30-page booklet on as¬ 
tronomy. However, the entire Iranian court in exile is here, 
complete even down to Amir Taheri (of The Times fame). 

Names of writers would seem to be a very flexible category, 
since publishers figure on the list. The entire Calder ^ aml ^^ 
Jewish) is here as is Collins and Co, who somehow mana & e 
figure twice. Collins are well-known for their Israeli busjn 
connections, while Liz Calder is a former mistress o 
Rushdie. The reviewers are, of course, out in force. w 
Since three-quarters of the names have never been d 
is prompts the question: who are these people and w s 

unn, t0 T ? Perha P s the inclusion of the Ra''°" a ‘%,ks 

on P ati? S 3 C Ue ' Thls Publisher, which publishes exclus V h( jie 

has h<> eiSm ’ ' S a bulwark of the secular establishmen• | en t 
to thifv° me ’ overni g ht > a hero of the secularists^Strengtn^s, 
like Edna'cvo* ° n ^ hy the inclusion of an anti-Ca j (be 

6 Edna 0 Brien, or of the numerous Jewish atheists 
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“The Satanic Verses” is one of the most sacril e oj 0lK , 
written about any religion And, perhaps, it is the r.°? ks ^ 
written about a religion w.th a pornographic app^ 0 " 1 * S 
outrage against Mr. Rushdie is not only justified, it wasi nev Ml,il ^ 



Conspiring to Defame 

Besides the indecency factor, there is a conspiracy asn 
the book that is hard to overlook. And Mr. Rushdie who i 
a ereedy pawn in the West’s dirty campaign against 


a greedy pawn in the West s dirty campaign against Islam k 
from the very beginning why and for whom he was writinoT 
latest book, which is insolvent on both facts and artistic vab 
The Penguin (UK) is said to have paid Mr. Rushdie $850 
(another report puts the figure in pounds) as advance money 
perhaps considering the risk the one-time Muslim would be facing 
in the days ahead. This is perhaps more money than Mr. Rushdie 
had been advanced for all of his earlier books combined. It is 
learnt that the publishers had two other “Muslim writers” lined 
up for similar onslaughts on Islam. Soon after the book became 
a “prime-time news” in the United States and other Western 
countries, Haneef Qureishi, another UK-based “Muslim writer," 
defended Mr. Rushdie. I have read Mr. Qureishi, and I know 
that his writings smack of the same opportunism that Mr. Rushdie 
has made the mainstay of his literary career. 


Book at Any Price 


Controversy comes easy for Mr. Rushdie, and of his own 
volition. His so-called fictions have always relied on some distore 
facts about his childhood society and religion, to provide a S rea . 
kick to the Western readers. After all, Britain, whose na 10 
aws discriminate against its foreign-born citizens, would no 
wdcomeci him for anything less than the cultural trea f oub | e 
Rushdie s penchant for Third World-bashing got him m ' j0 
a rVc 6 ate ^ nc *' an Prime Minister Indira Gandhi su sbe 
a Bmish court for his remarks in “Midnight’s Children tha ^ 

RushH’ POnS u b 6 for her husband’s death through n< - g '^ | t y and 
Kusndie, who h. . . , • ^i^ded g u,,iy 


both he’ had 00 facts to back him up ’ pl ^ ad Hhi But this 
time it u, n n!*' 5 P u hhsher apologized to Mrs. Gan • t hat’ s 
what M o Muslims ’ a safe target for ridicule, or at 
r - Rushdie and his publishers must have thoug 
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by M.H. Faruqi 


by M.H. Faruqi 

i«has not been the case with regard to The Satanic verses . 
lebook, said to be a piece of prized fiction, was published last 
Stptember, and seven months after its publication British Muslims 
we as determined as ever to get the book withdrawn and to 
j n law against such mischief. On 27th May more 
2* ,? fr ° m al1 over Britain converged in London 
4 -^l S Sr d d n e r nStrate thdr u " ha PP>ness and 
Jj. taoism and sacrilege The clea^ th ' S b °° k ° f filth > 

° f the marcb 

CilWe. aWay ' The reas °n is simple: 


nntai simple: 

n a nd nnt 
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belief into self-imagined totems or fetish, dramas 0r 
Criticism also helps those who are already Muslims 
time to time, the eternal validi y of their faith in face of St ’ K 
and dialectics. Unfortunately The Satanic Verses’ 
of criticism, much as some people want to see it Jj°i! abo ok 
Fortunately the Truth of Islam is time-tested and Dr i at li *t. 
God Himself and Muslims have no worry or responsibim? by 
protecting it against any ‘threat’ posed by this writer V ab ° ul 
publisher. 0r th * 

‘The Satanic Verses’ neither threatens Islam, nor is it a 
of criticism. It is incapable of being either. The point MusT* 
are trying to make is that it is pure and simple filth, motived 
by no purpose other than to outrage and, surely, make monev 
out of this. It is an insult to human dignity and it abuses and 
prostitutes the noble and cherished principles of freedom. The 
human society, despite all its differences and negatives, is held 
together by the transcending principle of civility and respect for 
mutual dignity. It is this principle of civility and dignity that 
Muslims are so keen to uphold and have it recognised in a practical 
sense. 

The form and specifics are less important than the recognition 
of the principle that it is not civilised to insult people’s religious 
sanctities and that if someone wanted to make money out of 
sacrilege then he/she should pay for it. Whether it is done by 
extending the scope of the law against blasphemy to cover 
non-Anglican faiths as well, by amending the public order or 
criminal libel acts, or for that matter through any other suitabe 
piece of enactment, is a matter of detail rather than of objectives. 
The measures can be tailored to the objective of deternng 
sacrilege - and saving social commotion and public disor ®., 
provided the objective is recognised. For want of better ar 
tion perhaps, some Muslims have narrowed down their e ^ 
o t e extension of blasphemy law but perhaps there is 
eargument that the law has become archaic and even * i: ca ted 

natnrp eX f te U ded t0 C0ver Islam as wel1 ’ given th6 j C °rlimate of 

opinion°!t the n le8al P rocedure and the lar 8 e, y S f C u Masphenie' 

Which ’ U 'll!. not eas y t0 obtain conviction of tho P | ca i 
Sir* Counterproductive, as the ITV'sHyP^^ 

piness o^manTlVt t0 suggest ’ though mU f The e** 1 

form nf l an y Musl, m viewers of the programme- • • • w |l, 
™ ° f legal redress against sacrilege and blasphemy 


*22; 'Shad aM»fj,ho U > 

<3 arrr««" t v cher 

%££>* “ p r aid°trit«.K 

^'P JSSi0n ex e ed ‘their mdig natl0n a J ha s talked to local 

of the Labour Party and Shadow Home Secretary M y 
Hattersley has come out in a forceful condemnation of what is 
no doubt. . . both offensive and an insult to the Muslim 
community’. ‘Indeed passages within it are a blasphemy against 
iIkI slamic religion’, he told an ‘Id reception in Birmingham and 

»f?EX,^rr , s r' booka " dlook 

J quilt d '[’" tllre fro m the earlier 
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to see the problem in terms simply of race and racial u 
and sees its solution in ‘equality of opportunity and Unr harnio ny 
ing opposition to racial discrimination in whatever form * Prt>n,is * 
Where, it is obvious, Muslims have been unable to 
case fully understood is that Muslims in Britain - who nT e their 
black to fair, yellow and white - are not ‘a’ race in anvT^ 0 * 
the word and the problem of ‘The Satanic Verses’ is of 
racial problem, though parts of the book are also 
anti-black. Equality is no doubt central to social and comm ^ 
harmony but what is central to equality itself is equality in 
Equality is fundamentally a qualitative value because quantit 
tive equality is a concept that can be used as a goal, but ca" 
neither be imposed nor fully achieved. And those who are talking 
of removing inequality by abolishing the blasphemy law are 
propounding a funny if not a morbid idea: of equal indignity. If 
it is not possible to give equal protection in law to Islam, as indeed 
to all other religions so defined, then it is not the Muslims who 
are saying that abolish the blasphemy law and allow us equal 
freedom to insult Christianity. This cannot be the Muslim position 
because respect for the person of Jesus Christ and Virgin Mary 
(peace be upon them) is equally an Islamic value. Muslims do 
not believe that if they cannot be protected from insult, their 
neighbours too should be exposed to indignity. 

Unlike many other libertarians, Mr Hattersley does ‘not share 
the view that it (‘The Satanic Verses’) is a novel of great literary 
distinction’ but that is of little practical consequence to Muslims 
because like the Home Secretary he too does not go beyon 
appreciating the Muslim ‘feeling of outrage’. He is correct w en 
he says that (given the existing legal and social framework) t er 
is no way in which “Satanic Verses” could be banned , but e 
not right when he rejects introduction of corrective legis ai » 

though the words he uses to say this (‘to introduce legis 
which made the banning of books possible’) are c j ear ^, , "?f reS ’ 
3 • u s ** ua tion of ‘outrage’ which he admits an 

W!th the Muslim Community. hn£ j e ed 

■ ' e [ e * s a bridge ahead to be crossed or a gap to e 
™ w.? ,ims and the country’s political leadership- (0 
, Mus bms can only do this by trying to understand n . 
2 £,“ ' ht »c.e„ are living in. Undw-gI, 
more and W °' Way thin g- Those who seek understand S wh° 
°we to themselves to also try to understand 
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,l,jet-bloated pipe dev °'° unchallenged print run of 20 or 50 

teTte case if it had had an unchallenge^ P backs Its 

«md and a subsequent run ot quiet sen i g p p t h t 

^'message would have been taken seriously in that event, but 
»»almost every Muslim school child in Britain knows full well 
(kthe book is about and is intellectually equipped to deal with 
muck that it is. School teachers may not have been really fair 
'Iffltidiei they began to ask their young and vulnerable pupils 

their arr a d , even made som 3 P ace »n 
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■novel’ they understood little of it except that it Wa 
vulgar and offensive by Muslims. The Muslin, dem!^ * 
withdrawal and pulping of the book is a demand ofv d > tfe 
decency, a demand of principle, though the publish,' V " ,y a "<l 
go on absurdising themselves over and again - until tk Ca " S1 'H 
to realise that it is not respectable to publish insult a a Conit 
publishing it. As Impact said earlier insult only dimi n ,l 8 ° °" 
insulter. Muslims have not been diminished. . . istles the 

Source: Impact International, 19/11, 9th-22nd June 1989, pp. io_ 12 

Loss and Gain in the British Muslim 
Campaign So far ... An Assessment 

For the first time, Muslims throughout Britain have come 
together on a common cause, to protect what they hold to be 
most dear and precious to them and indeed to humanity. Now, 
almost one year on, it is useful and necessary for us to review the 
campaign against “The Satanic Verses” and the forces that have 
banded together to defend and promote this grossly offensive, 
sacrilegious and malicious book. 

To many it would seem that the Muslims have been quite 
unsuccessful in the campaign so far. All requests, petitions, 
demonstrations against the publishers have left them unmoved. 
Viking Penguin remain intransigent. On the legal front, apart 
from a brief judgement allowing an appeal, it does not look as 1 
there will be any extension of the Blasphemy Law which many 
Muslims have been calling for. The government is also unmove 
and prefers to champion freedom of speech under the exis 1 
law, a law that at present gives no protection against a u * e 
insult, or incitement to religious hatred, and which allows a 
of obscenities in the name of freedom of artistic expression, 
has also been a lot of negative effect on the Muslim com ^ 
which some individuals in their pronouncements an he 

ehaviour at demonstrations, the placards they car *)| .| arn j C 
ogans they shout - acting in a manner which is total ^ • n j n g- 
for e . s * ruct * ve °f the very aims for which we are canl P ® j^rm 
tn anc * decenc Y and civilized values, and doing g tse em 
to t ,mag I of the Muslim community. And there does not. „ 
educate dCSire or ca P a bihty on the part of the comn 

educate or control these elements. 
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of working and 
&vedato,,h 

SSSSSK * «* *•> and P r “ i0ua ,0 "S m l 

■died to humanity. A few years ago the threat to deny Musln 
ibe nght to prepare animals for food the Islamic way provided 
seplatform to bring the community together. For the first time 
'*s from many parts of the country from Bristol in the 
■Jthwest to Glasgow in the north and beyond have come to 

Srtf’ haVe b ! en travellin § up and down the country 
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Committee on Islamic Affairs is concerned to consm , 

framework. . . . llda, « lhi s 

Most of the major organisations and mosques are 
on the UKACIAF and the door is always wide on-n 
to join in and work with others upholding the values of n 0the * 
the interests of the community at large. There are mand 
regional action communities in the Southwest, the Midi a n ° w 
North and in Scotland and these provide the impetusf the 
mediate, far-reaching and effective action at the grassroots ^ 
Ordinary Muslims have taken up this issue. The camnaio k 
politicised the Muslim community. Ordinary Muslims now fear 
that they have a role and importance in their own right inT 
society. In many cases they hold the balance of power in locli 
and national elections and have a decisive role to play i n this 
democratic society. Politicians and political parties can no longer 
afford to ignore the feelings and views of Muslims. The message 
has gone abroad in the land that MPs and others who do not show 
an understanding and support of just Muslim positions cannot 
expect to get their support in national and local elections. 

Muslims as a result of this campaign are beginning to learn 
more about the political processes of the country. Channels of 
communication have been opened with MPs, government minis¬ 
ters, political parties. The message now is that Muslims have both 
responsibilities and rights in a democratic society, and will work 
not only to carry out their duties but to secure their rights and 
interests. 

Muslims are also beginning to learn about the legal processes 
of this country. There is much that they are not happy 10 
the state of the existing law, its processes and those who dispense 
it but it is a dynamic situation and open to change to re ^ ect ,. h 
egitimate rights and concerns of Muslims. This is an area w 
we will continue to explore. .. an( j 

People are beginning to be more conscious of the m e 1 
is power. In many, if not the majority of cases, they hav 
u ruised in the encounters and exposure. They rea de an d 
u y ^ ? ften with a sophisticated, but often c f 

media. There is the realisation that a new ^ 
have h? d ° Utlook has g Qt be to developed and cultiva ?® al press, 

radio^ndtel 0 ^ the im P ortance of the local and a nd watch 
television. They are now beginning to rea 


s** ** dec< 

+ for Slevel. 1'^eVs and ^ nforn ,ation an° ettin g 

g° v nvi ding them in strumenta & 

is of 

■*"!£effort 5 made by the UK A ^ representa tions 

flatter at the OlC >e v dan^ s ^ the governments 
#Muslim ambassadors on th g Muslims at hear t, to 

0 * d» not have the interests ^ ^ have a maJor ro le 

ffand the* opportunity should be given to them to show 
toe concern for protecting Muslim honour and Islamic 

anctities. 

Thccampaign against this deeply offensive book, its publishers 
■Mitose who support it and similar publications and material, 
i^on Wecail upon all - Muslims and non-Muslims alike - 

S° f ' Civi L ized values and the creation of 

f ° rCeS are not given 
U is hearten 'ng to 
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assume that individuals or institutions automatically 
and perpetually are against us and the values we cherij^miy 


W ith God is success and guidance. 

Source: UK Action Committee on Islamic Affairs Bu//r/i> t , Jul ^ 


When Fools Rushed In 
by Fa/lun Khalid 


Muslims may ignore other Muslims being harassed, vilified or 
even killed by others, they may even do these things to fellow 
Muslims themselves, but attack the very essence of Islam and 
they close ranks. Young Muslims who had been worrying the 
older generation with their indulgent ways - pool, pop and pepsi 
- are now returning to the mosques in droves. The degree of 
activism is unprecedented as The Satanic N erses' episode has at 
a stroke politicised the mass of pliant Muslims. Awaking from 
their dodliiy they have begun to realise that all talks of miiti-cul* 
nirahsmhad been hollow. The secular liberal milieu has not been 
as open and as receptive to the feelings of others as they have 
been propagandized to believ e, particularly when it comes to 
allowing them, as Muslims, to air their views. 

Symbolic burning and marching were all they had in repj> 10 
snide headlines and malevolent copy. Not for them the P^' ie - e 
os me edneria} columns, centre page spreads, feature article>. 

TV screen and radio. One gets the measure of it when Kalro) - 
- v pen the unprecedented opportunity to write vs en b_. 
moss column inches in The Times (lOMarch) and pa* k 
? 22 advertisement inserted bv the Birmingham - • ^ 

** ***& had to pay over £5,000. Then we were 

-“r? vituperation from Fay Weldon on ,-^ a d. 

u- i. " v ' i2rc ^ - subsequently reprinted in the Listener 

NW » the Royal Court and SS 
BBC2and lately the Blasphemers Banquet onF 
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assume that individuals or institutions automatical!,, 
and perpetually are against us and the values w e 

With God is success and guidance. 


Source: UK Action Committee on Islamic Affairs Bulletin, J„| y 
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When Fools Rushed In 

by Fazlun Khalid 


Muslims may ignore other Muslims being harassed, vilified or 
even killed by others, they may even do these things to fellow 
Muslims themselves, but attack the very essence of Islam and 
they close ranks. Young Muslims who had been worrying the 
older generation with their indulgent ways - pool, pop and pepsi 
- are now returning to the mosques in droves. The degree of 
activism is unprecedented as ‘The Satanic Verses’ episode has at 
a stroke politicised the mass of pliant Muslims. Awaking from 
their docility they have begun to realise that all talks of multi-cul- 
turalism had been hollow. The secular liberal milieu has not been 
as open and as receptive to the feelings of others as they have 
been propagandized to believe, particularly when it comes to 
allowing them, as Muslims, to air their views. 

Symbolic burning and marching were all they had in reply to 
snide headlines and malevolent copy. Not for them the privilege 
of the editorial columns, centre page spreads, feature articles, t e 
screen and radio. One gets the measure of it when ^dro} 
ls . ? lven the unprecedented opportunity to write twenty 
vicious column inches in The Times (10 March) and paid fc» _ 
L° an advertisement inserted by the Birmingham 
*** J®y to pay over £5,000 Then we were treated^ 

Four nn\/ 11 0ur °* v i tu peration from Fay Weldon on liojvlay). 
We hav subsequently reprinted in the Listener ( 

h ^: lra nian Nights’ at the Royal Court andI Sh* 
time BBC f BC 2 and lately the ‘Blasphemers Banque 
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reader could not make sense of it either. What em Cro 
this man by writing an incomprehensible book has made? that 
verv rich, got more than 20 people killed, created an into h,nis df 
incident and put back community relations in Britain bvSn ^ 
Does all this not bring into question the integrity 0 
Foot who keeps on insisting that the book is brilliant anH' Chael 
in the Booker Prize Committee? Does this not bring in to ° thers 
the Booker Prize itself and all the awards that purport 
recognition on works of ‘good literary merit’? Did the Bo? 
Committee and the literati understand the nuances of the Putt 
language of Bombay? Were they familiar with the names of 
and places Muslims hold in reverence? H p,e 

There is of course no question that Muslims have behaved 
impeccably and have broken no laws in spite of being intimidated 
by vicious attacks. 

Michael Foot in ‘Historical Rushdie’ (Guardian 10 March) 
epitomised the views of those who support Rushdie. What 
becomes apparent from this article, is that he and his fellow 
travellers have their gods and fundamentalisms too. And if his 
piece did not personify ‘militant wrath’, it is difficult to imagine 
what did. He has taken the easy option and resorted to the use 
of well worn cliches and prejudices about religion in general, and 
Islam in particular. He forgets the two hideous global wars 
originating in the west which took place not in the name of 
religion, but nationalism. Is this not a good case for dismantling 
all nation states? The Iran/Iraq war was not a religious war. 
Atheistic states since the 1917 Bolshevik revolution have caused 
untold misery to millions with the opium of totalitarian stateisnv 
Not a word about the courageous, suffering Afghans. Not a wor 
about the most destructive modern day fundamentalism of at, 
ionism. No tears for the Palestinians. f he 

home luminaries have said that as Islam is the youngest o 
sermtic religions it has some ‘catching up’ to do. This P atr ° nl As 
i ude has caused some wry smiles amongst the Mush • , 

!! “ a , n ^ S gain contro1 ‘hey invent and define ‘fundamental * 

eventualWs T“ P ur P° ses > P ut believers on the d ef ® n * h( jje, 
thev nc ^ SU< * P eo Pl e >nlo their own ranks who, like 
When pr ° xies - Muslims will not be drawn into this. P' ate 
business n 6 dU u eventua Hy settles over this most un V, et jng 
’ r P er haps before it, there will be a need for a 
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Censorship in the U.S. Abounds, 
But Do We Know? 


by Omer Bin Abdullah 
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In tackling the Rushdie affair, Muslims unwilii n „| v , 
the hands of the media, which manoeuvred them • iycd into 
defensive. Many Muslims also ended up criticizing \T° hc 'nt 
mcini or distancing themselves from him, lest thev hT Kh °- 
-terrorists" or “fundamentalists." Instead of battlingp ran<J ed 
Viking, they often fought amongst themselves. This o a v P .i? n8uin ' 
a chance to exploit the Shiite-Sunni differences. ,he ' v «t 
The media was successful in conveying the impressin 
Americans make no compromise on the issue of freed ' hal 
expression. Americans in particular boasted about free T °i! 
being enshrined in their Constitution. peec " 

If Muslims had the real facts about the freedom of expressi 
and media practice of self-censorship, they would have met the 
challenge with greater confidence and poise. 

A knowledge of the following would have tremendously helped 
The Washington Post's Richard Harwood writes in his Om¬ 
budsman column (April 1989) that, “The Censorship of speech 
is even enjoying a certain popularity among students of various 
universities including Stanford, Michigan, Wisconsin and Emory.” 
He wrote that according to The New York Times the students 
wish to banish “racist, sexist and anti-homosexual epithets, jokes 
and other kinds of harassment that occur in small-group settings, 
when one student intends to make others uncomfortable.” Thus 
we see that a certain sensitivity to the feelings of others is 
re-emerging after the tumultuous 1960s when the students at the 
University of California at Berkeley demanded ‘free speech 
including the right to say things that the authorities considere 
obscene. 

Mr. Harwood says that the universities, however, are not the 
principal focus of anti-First Amendment sentiment. The Supr el JJ 
Court, along with legislatures and other courts throughou 
U S., plays a significant role. Himself a media man, he sa y s 
the media’s treatment of the intifada is a recent case > n P 
w ere reports of Zionist brutalities against Palestinians as e( j 

egated to inner pages and the television news has 
Priding film footage nlace 

thrniiaV, CenSO u S ^* p “commercial speech” is a common ^ 
least fon a the . U S - According to a Los Angeles T imes . u j a ting 
the kinrtc^f 16 ^ 0 news P a P ers have formal guidelines P 
s 0 a dvertisements that are not fit to print. 
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In "Historical Dictionary of Censorship in the United Mates 
Greenwood Press, Westport, Ct.), Leon Hurwitz says that the 
granted by this Amendment are not absolute. The U.S. 
^fueCourt has upheld the interests of the community peace 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

obscene. This contrasts with the call of Mr r ikK .. 
supporters that “The Satanic Verses” should be read i • and hk 
before an opinion is formed about it. n,tSe mir ei 

In 1983. the Florida Court of Appeals ruling in . 
involving Cox Broadcasting and Doe vs Sarasota-Bml the Ca * 
vision Company said: ent °n Tel e . 

“We deplore the lack of sensitivity to the rights of 0 th 
is sometimes displayed by such an unfettered exercise ft hal 
Amendment rights. While we shall remain ever attern ^ 
protect inviolate these First Amendment rights, we do so* to 
the admonition that these rights should not be arbitrarily exerc^a 
when unnecessary and detrimental to the right of others ” “t? 
Law of Mass Communications,” (p. 243) 

Reverend Kenneth L. Dean, pastor of the First Baptist Church 
in Rochester, New York, commenting on Salman Rushdie's book 
said: “In recent years it has been suggested that what is obscene 
should be defined by the local community. In the international 
community, Rushdie’s book ought to be declared obscene. It is 
obscene because it is offensive to the human spirit and serves no 
good purpose.” 

Mr. Dean continued: “Freedom of expression does not permit 
exhibitionism in public for individuals. Somewhere in the world 
of writing books there is a line that gets crossed and an authors 
expression becomes exhibitionist . . . Rushdie crosses the line. 
He has a right to his thoughts and inner feelings, but it is not 
acceptable for all this to be strewn before the international 
community as legitimate debate. Sickness ought to be hande '!! 
the hospital, in the confession sitting or in the psychiatrist so ice 
Has speech really been “free” in the West? - e 

The Western hypocrisy over the situation in occupied a 
apparent to us all. The U.S. is ready to send forces to ® 
Powerless nations in South America to restore democracy 
cannot do the same when Israel brutalizes more than 
People under its occupation. ^nifestation 

I here are other examples. We see the outward ma ue | 
im£! IStlne moralit y t0 defend democracy in Panama a - e( j 
land ncer ,o when |t involves Zionist barbarism m th en on 
is no? 1 the ™ cist inhumanity in South Africa. This p e j 0 ping 

™ UC d iff eren t than what we find in some na |. In th e 
s w here the opposition is invariably anti-na i 
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I i^„nuo t fmdapubJ.she^Som ^ ^ when it came 
rSi verses,” publishers in 19 languages, including 
Hebrew, were ready to offer their services. 

to Impact of Muslim Outrage 

\ltbough the Western social scientists and media barons may 
SXii 5* th u echoes of the forceful Muslim response 

I «S!!3SSS 1" “ n r ly bei "8 People 
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The controversial exhibits included an Andres s 
graph of a Christ-like figure in a container of urine a !?? 1 Photo. 
Maplethorpe show, which included a series of hom Hr, 
sadomasochistic pictures. The Corcoran Gallery , r °’ ic 
Washington, D.C. refused to hang these pictures ana Arts '» 
the show. There were protests against NEA, but they Cancell «i 
down. And in this case, the custodians of the First / S00n died 
were quick to react to Mr. Serrano’s blasphemy mendnie ni 
The U.S. Senate, on March 16, 1989, passed a bill 97n 
would make it a crime to knowingly display the America n 
on the floor or the ground. This was a follow-up on the " ^ 
caused in Chicago where some people stepped on the Arnehc* 
flag. Now that Supreme Court has de-sanctified the flag, everyone 
from President Bush downwards is trying to re-sanctify it. C 
On April 4, 1989 Pepsi Cola announced that it had dropped its 
TV commercial featuring Madonna, following boycott threats 
from church members who had objected to one of her songs, even 
though the company had no connection with this production. 

The Washington Post , (April 13, 1989) reported that the 
superintendent of U.S. Naval Academy ordered the destruction 
of 5,000 copies of a satirical student magazine designed as a parody 
of the notorious Playboy magazine. It was argued that the satire 
could be offensive to some on the campus. The next day, the 
newspaper carried a news-item that Liberty University, a Christian 
educational institution, had expelled two of its students for airing 
a program on the campus radio satirizing the chancellor. 

The list goes on. On the basis of the forgoing examples i i 
doubtful how any informed and unbiased American would supp 
“The Satanic Verses.” Th p irst 

The freedom is never absolute; it should not be. ^ 

Amendment also puts some restrictions in the e ^ rc '*\ States 
freedom of speech. Muslims in the West and the ^ nl rt hat 
ave to know the facts and make their protests in a been 
convinces the authorities that “The Satanic Verses . ?0 
supported not because of its merits but because it is i 
Islam. 

Source. The Message International, January 1990, pp- 9-10. 
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of the offences involved - but the underlying 
universally accepted. It is unreasonable to extend X nnci Ple s 4 
the prohibition of the publication of books like Th c ^ern!' 
which are likely to inflame, through defamation 
a given section of society and, in doing so, to proviso 
To be sure, prolonged public and parliamentary S t i 
together serve to establish the precise content of *h i Woilld 
surely the moral concern behind the proposed legal a *‘ Bui 
can readily be discerned and registered. g ena ctmem 

It is ironic that many in the present Conservative p ov 
should give lectures to their Muslim citizens about the V in ^ 
freedom of speech. For we are living at a time of increased^ 01 
censorship and routine political interference. We have for exam? 
the Official Secrets Act, the recent legal battle over %caX 
and the continuing broadcasting difficulties over Death on the 
Rock. And who can ignore the formation of external watchdogs 
to police the media industry? The appointment of Lord Rees- 
Mogg as head of the British Standards Council is itself a sufficient 
indication of the government’s desire to control certain freedoms. 

During the Satanic Verses affair, countless writers both in the 
West and elsewhere have been busy praising the virtues of 
freedom of speech and condemning the Muslim predilection 
towards censorship. Yet many professional writers would no 
doubt accept that one can abuse the privilege of freedom. In the 
international PEN charter of the world association of writers, the 
final sentence of the concluding paragraph reads: An since 
freedom implies voluntary restraint, members pledge t ems 
to oppose such evils of a free press as mendacious pu > ’ 

deliberate falsehood and distortion of facts for P° * ' ^eir 
personal ends’. Why can’t Muslims appeal to this P r, [* c iP c aW \ic 
attempt to make a case against the publication o 
Verses ? ^ April 

ioIm e , liberal . thinker Michael Ignatieff (‘The Observe ’ ee ment 
89) has misleadingly argued that, at root, the ^patible 
etween Muslims and their opponents is 0N [ er t kt hesacred. 
conceptions of freedom, one in which freedom s lum ^ limit 
ne in which it is not’. Now, liberals certainly P cre d. B ut 
th Se ^ Cre wllic h is natural - since they reject meaning' 
ful n°? tra f ’ as I 8 na tieff wishes to interpret it, wou doin wa 

tul ^ly if ^ opposite of the Islamic notion of tre 
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ukpdly free societies, ik er tects individuals. I 

JnM^dividuals^through the application of laws of libel o 
to against incitement to racial hatred. If so, Ignatieii has t< 
trek with the fact that the law of blasphemy remains on th 
satutebooks. This seems, on his understanding, an attempt t 
l^ect a doctrine rather than an individual. He dismisses it as 
«cfrom a dead Christian past. 

sSSfiSXS: “ *««■«• m any case, th 
J 1 ®* is not whether nn p T* l . t , because be misidentifies i 
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Religion is. for Muslims, as much a part 0 f ,l . 
self-definition as race or gender. There is a sense 7' Ss %| 
5 . nne s race or. arsuahlv m which 1 
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cannot escape ones ra f M 01 ’ ar 8 uab| y. gender. b w 7" 
overwhelming majority of Muslims rel.g.on is also an i ' 0t *« 
fact of one s nature. So, the stock liberal argument fait/i 3 ^ 
as though one could simply discard one’s religious coni"*" 01 
another or even for none at all. For many Muslims u. ° nfc ' 
part of their being from the cradle to the grave. Such a t * 
cannot reasonably be seen as being peripheral or incid™,"" 
one’s self-image. n,all » 

This is not an argument primarily for protecting ideas a cai 
abuse - in any case, as I have shown, an incoherent proposal"!! 
is an argument for protecting the collective dignity of those group* 
- such as Muslims, Sikhs and others - whose members, rightly o r 
wrongly, do define their own ideals of the worth of their lives in 
terms of irreducible religious notions. 
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‘That Muslims are denied equal treatment under the law is,’ 
said Roy Hattersley in a speech on 2 April 1989 at the Birmingham 
Central Mosque, ‘a matter of indisputable fact.’ He is, of course, 
right. Settlers from Canada, New Zealand and Australia are 
welcome while those from India and Pakistan are merely immig¬ 
rants who need to go through potentially racist testing proce ures. 
Catholics and Jews have their own voluntary-aided schoo sre 
ing their respective religious convictions while applications 
Muslims are refused on the grounds that such schoo s 
separatist’ in ethos. We need not extend this list in or f e tinen t 
that all races and religions do not receive equality o 
»n contemporary Britain. . dity within 

There is, however, one particularly obvious ine ^ rsv during 
. e w hich has been the subject of intense c ?° !. a | 0 ne are 
n h ‘ s af f air - Christian, or rather Anglican, sensibilit large ly 
iciaHy protected. Anachronistic as it may a PP ea j aC omm° n 
law U nff S0Ciety ’ blasphem y remains both a statutory chufC h, tl* 
Churrh^fV" modern Britain. As the establish d . yC njoyjJ 
le 'n° fEngland has since thc 17th Century r: q v (V I 

gall y enforceable protection against blasphemy ( 
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• i 91 h' bl»P l ’ emy 

£.» tgrsiSS-?- s ji! h r"dJfirttion of 

J* the Bible, or some sacred subject, empwyig & ® 

;; k scurrilous and abusive and tending to vilify ^Christ _ 
ipound hence having a tendency to lead to a breach ot the 
pm. In the case of Whitehouse -v- Lemon and Gay News 
limited, Lord Scarman took the view that protection under the 
^legislation does not extend beyond the Christian religion. 
ill, the Law Commission published its Working Paper No 
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Muslims the fact that Rushdie has written vilely Pn 
provoke anger but as it happens, in a context that ££* h 
o avoid the normal penalty of law ,s a sufficient reason^ hi "> 
an inadequacy in the existing legislation. Were Muhammad ^ 
be upon him. alive, he could of course successfully tako. Pe * c * 
Rushdie and his publishers for blasphemous libel But th° C °“ n 
no provisions for protecting the sensibilities of individin a " 
communities) whose self-esteem is linked to their resn P , l 01 
Muhammad, peace be upon him, and his ideals. p for 
The issue here is not merely of equality under the law For 
way, popular with secularists, of attaining equality of treatm° ne 
would be simply to abolish the law of blasphemy. That would 
however, be cold comfort to Muslims: while removing th e 
privileged position afforded to a Christian denomination, it would 
leave Muslims as unprotected as ever. Such a solution would rely 
on a drastic principle parallel in motivation to the impractical 
view that one way to solve all human problems is by exterminating 
the human race! 

There are no doubt difficulties in extending the blasphemy law 
to protect the God of the Jews and Muslims as well as the 
Christians. 

Neither inability to define blasphemy nor the presence of agreed 
difficulties in application of the proposed law is a sufficient reason 
for refusal to legislate in this area of sensibility. Virtually all areas 
of profound human concern are the subject of keen disagreement 
but that fact alone does not deter us from making laws to regulate 
behaviour. There are arguments, sometimes intractable, a ou 
the precise definition of many offences; public and parliamen ary 
debate can, however, jointly sort out the details once the un 
lying principles have been accepted. The fact that we c 
provide an uncontroversial definition of an offence can ne . 
an adequate ground for abandoning the search for for 
proper legal restraint and the corresponding punishntfn •■ t 

t is important to know the purpose of law. Legisla 1 w j|| t 
™ ke US / Ully tolerant of one another. Those who hate ,a thc 
tighter law, seek other means of abusing ■ lega* 
repulL° f human be ings to evade even the most p stra int. 
Law dnp 0 1S 00 reason for refusing to impose ,e £ a heartless- 
And th » S "° l chan 8 e the heart - but it does restrain th 
a is already a great achievement. 
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has bee' 0 " 5 0n ‘he basfs 0 VJTu pro P er,y discuss and 
The notion ^ m,e ev >dence of a „ lgb!ene d self-interest. Bui 
been dogmat, ca n e80tlat ing with ft/ SU< ? b reas °ning in this affair. 
and sagactv' a yre jected h i,„ be j e uncivilised’Muslims has 
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l»- Where is the negotiated compromise, the iurlirin,, c 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 
IV 

Freedom is more holy to liberals than Michael I Bn 
have us believe. In fact, liberal society too holds!'5 
boleths beyond rational debate. Some things do „ ainsh 'b- 
principles cannot be weighed in the scales of pra pm r; a "d 
diplomacy. Yet if freedom of speech be a sacred or mlT" 1 ° r 
unnegotiable value for the liberal West, why should 
question of Muhammad’s, peace be upon him, honours' lhe 
similar status for the Muslim believers? have a 

The Archbishop of York wrote in a letter to ‘The Tim / 
March, 1989) that abolishing the law of blasphemy would indie t 
that in the last resort our society holds nothing sacred, apart fro C 
the freedom of writers to write what they like. This is, ’for obvious 
reasons, attractive to writers . . . (but) . . . why should it have 
absolute priority over all other claims to sacredness? Fair question 
surely; and one not to be answered by evasive liberal rhetoric 
about religious intolerance being particularly oppressive. Intoler¬ 
ance, no matter what its source, leads to oppression and denial 
of human rights. It is a prejudice, if a pardonable one, to think 
that the intolerance of those who make particularly loud profes¬ 
sions of tolerance is to be preferred to the intolerance of those 
who don’t. 

Source: Impact International, 20/4, 23rd February-8th March 1990, pp- 9-11 


The Rushdie Affair: A Muslim's 
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by Mushahid Hussain 
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West ver C Affair remains an important elem 
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(Rushdie wrote was predictable, more so given the fact 
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unrepentant but popular Muslim folk hero still remen , k 

as a shaheed (martyr). Even ma.nstream A mer * 
seemed shocked at Rushdie s malicious attack on ah \l 
to Muslims. The New York Times book review in ' ha,is ^ 
January 1989 wrote: 'How are we to understand ,h e Ia“ eol » 
by a writer bom Muslim - of so defamatory a name for? io,u 
of Islam?' The Washington Times review, published 
February 1989 issue, was even more explicit: ‘But haV " Usl3 
vered no literary reason why Rushdie chose to portravM^ 
mad’s wives as prostitutes, the Koran as the work of Sat 
the founders of the faith as roughnecks and cheats, I had 
to a certain sympathy with the Islamic leaders’ complaints’ 

The second aspect emerged from the edict of Imam Khomein 
The Western response to this fatwa narrowed down to an 
expression of apparent shock and horror as if an apparent 
appalled West had never sponsored assassinations on foreign soil 
of selected political targets. Additionally, Imam Khomeini was 
represented as being alone or Iran-isolated within Islam on the 
question of this edict. Both these aspects are factually incorrect. 
On 16 March 1989 the Islamic Foreign Ministers Conference 
convened in Riyadh, Saudi Arabia, endorsed the view earlier 
expressed by Imam Khomeini that Salman Rushdie is ‘an apos¬ 
tate’, the only difference being that it stopped short of imposing 
a punishment for his apostasy. Regarding the death sentence 
which Imam Khomeini had imposed on Rushdie, the Sau i 
Arabian Foreign Minister, Prince Saud al Faisal, said that te 
Islamic Foreign Ministers were not competent to do mis sin 
their conference was ‘a political body and not an ^ssenw ^ 
jurisprudents’, adding that such a sentence was ‘the J 
theologians’. The Chief Saudi religious leader, Sheikh 
bin Abdullah bin Baz, for instance, recommended t f or 
Rushdie be put on trial in absentia in a Muslim c 
committing heresy. . . esy; the 

Muslims are agreed that Rushdie has committee! w j t h 
only difference is on the most appropriate method < fthe ir 
this. One Muslim writer said: ‘To Muslims, the in ^i integrity 
c lefs is more important than the national or tern ts an*d 

nf l m u dern state; the violation of this integrity repre ^ on ly 
again!! 1 tK 63 ! 011 deservin g the harshest P un,sh f m ^ uS iims at th " 
libelirf th ‘ S back 8 rou nd that the indignation of M 
us book cun be understood.’ 
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i Islam 


highly politicised and radicate ■ . g thus n0 aca dent that 

to new political expressi London) Guardian can 

wonsible, liberal' newspapers like Th ^ ona ° r " , ^“ ‘bearded 
ate the liberty of dismissing Imam Khomeini as a bearded 
tad, which it did in a November 1979 editorial. Rushdie is 
mlyone manifestation of the conflict between the West and Islam; 
urangesfrom resistance to the scarf for Muslim women in Europe, 
“opposition to Turkey’s entry into the ‘European family’ come 
or support f° r Gorbachev’s use of force against Muslims in 

«""%» Msto,, ai ,“, hc C “ ,ge m “s"re. are shaped 
« Rushdie 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

personality cult of the corrupt autocrat. When a 
, o the ruler, asking why there was no mention 2®?'^ 
the Palestinians on their television, the ruler7 
•Do you want me to give ideas to my pe 0 p| e 0 *?"Sl» 
regime and throw stones at the police?’ More tha h ° W ,0 res,, 
this comment sums up the problem of Muslim " any,hi "g el* 
have minority regimes, which do not reflect the° Untries: "S 
their own people. This is also one reason whv aspira| i°ns 0 1 
writers erroneously viewed the Rushdie Affair as a ‘I°h" 2 We$ km 
issue’. No Arab country allows demonstrations bv U , n,i "eiita| 
fear that these may turn into rallies against the V*P eo P'ef 0r 
ruler, akin to what happened with the rally called h? 8 !? 6 0r|||t 
which led to popular revolt. y ^ eaus cscu, 

Rushdie’s writing The Satanic Verses is like a Jew whn ♦ • 
justify the Holocaust, who defends Hitler’s extermina t^'f 
millions of Jews and dismisses his crime in light hearts il?" ° 
at the expense of the victims of Auschwitz. No serious WeTte™ 
publisher would think such trash worthy of publication and 
certainly not worth a million dollar advance. Freedom of expres¬ 
sion is not at issue in this case and it is time that Western 
intellectuals stopped pandering to the ego of a man who is callous 
enough to let more people suffer, even perhaps die, so that he 
continues to make money out of insulting a personality revered 
by a billion Muslims. John Le Carre summed up the issue in The 
Guardian : ‘Nobody has a God-given right to insult a great religion 
and be published with impunity.’ 
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1988 UK British ^- 

commandos gun 

down IRA members ° nS,S ’ 
in Gibraltar. 

Source: Index on Censorship, 4/90, pp. ] 2 _ 13 
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Your Satanic Majesty, Not Again! 

by Syed Zafarudin Sayeed 

sensibilities of his readers to nrnl. l u d exploit ,he m “l 
Rushdie’s article in New« P lT°k hlS brand of morallt y Mr. 
Against the Sword” ma W (February 12) headlined “A Pen 

w ho is under brufal attack fn" 6 h '," k ° f hlm aS a saint| y wnfer 
The fact however ■ ,u wr,tln g a niost ennobling work, 
perverted nature he h' S *^5* trough bis morally depraved and 
least 40 innnr^ ♦ , S abusec l a P en and caused the death of at 
Anyone with Musl ? ms .around the world, 
know that iu, , Some bas ^ knowledge of human history would 
a Ppreciation ^ worId are second to none in their 

never use that ^ ^ Cn anc * ro ^ e * n hi stor y- But Muslims will 
such a deen I ^ t0 un ^ sb invectives on others. Islam inspires 

that the P ass * on for the noble contributions of pen 

Muslims Thrv! s ^ ave become ineffective in frightening the 
rity of the U ^^ out history, Muslims have preserved the integ* 
Publication of « e y en . at tbe cost of their lives. In protesting t e 
to defend the l anic Verses, the Muslims had a dual objective. 
ex press disDleasi° n0r ° f the Prophet and his household an 
on the p en P e at the disgrace that Mr. Rushdie has broug 
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Jf^S* not give any T he author of Satanic 

^"assassination a "d blasphemy t fe normal|y understood 
". joes not distinguish d 0 f expression and the 

5 ( ,eedom of conscience and freedo ^ ^ ^ 

that are offenslve f a | vvjth 8 out t h e freedom to offend 
isfreedom of expression? Without 
^ freedom to offend it ceases to exist. Without the freedom to 
Aallenge, even to satirize all orthodoxies, including religious 
orthodoxies, it ceases to exist.” 

Asafreeman, Mr. Rushdie may interpret and exercise freedom 
ofeipression (he way he wants, but it is ridiculous on his Dart to 
opnr Muslims not to respond to his satires and offenses P 

of Moral Responsibility 

Britain 

0 e ”s«8e t s "eam ^ a, n and 

acts of r„ '“»ever 

and 


267 





Sacrilege versus 


Civility 


abuse a 
s itivitie s 


gainst Islam 
of Muslims, 


T . _ who disregard these natural sen . 
are being unfair. 


It b 8 Salan ' C The Satanic Verses is very simple and 

TT een,ire ^author and his allies have claimed that The 
straightf orwar ^: y? 0 j.| 0 f “masterpiece,” “an excellent piece of 
Sawnic Ve«« is a sort ^ an ar(ist -• Wha t they have disre- 
li,eraWre ' “urf. oosition that no one, includmg the writers 
garded is the ■*« t0 abuse Islam. 

and the artists, ood by everyone (hat Mus i ims ha ve a very 

special relationship with Islam. They live for it and they give their 
S' it The author is so arrogant that he refuses to listen to 
any voice except to his own. His irrationality is very persistent. 
For Mr Rushdie and his likes the issues of morality, ethics, and 
social responsibility are of no value. Instead, they nurture ele¬ 
ments of obscenity, pornography, vulgarity, and filth and present 
them as art and literature. Muslims on the other hand consider 
all such literature and art a satanic work. 

Mr. Rushdie has shown us how irrational he is. On the one 
hand he uses the most sacred names in the history of Islam in a 
profane, filthy and obscene manner to amuse himself and his 
kind, and on the other, complains about “bigots and racists” who 
have tried to exploit his case by using his name to taunt Muslim 
an non-Muslim Asian children and adults in a manner that he 
remind P l SIVe j « efilin8 and hum iliating.” He does not seem to 
rentlv TW* lfferent P eo P le respond to such situations diffe- 

and angry. There aTthn^ T”* SUCh thingS ’ ° therS get UpS6t 
e ye for an eve and a f Wh ° react t0 11 in the manner of an 
return a stone for a brick* ^ & t0 ° tl1, Als °’ tllere are those who 

facilitating Profanity 

^ch R no| )rmalion Christian > societies, the events 

ehiesanT? rev °^ ut *°ns urha” 06 ’ the advent of industrial and 
s°cio.cui f Chu 1 rclldo r n inationha n,Zatl0n and ^ reedom from monar- 

CU,tUral era. £ve^Wno Tf UShered in a drastical, V different 

W,ng has Ranged to the extent that it 
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The Author as the Stooge 
by M.H. Faruqi 

After having inflicted gratuitous insult to over 1,000 million 
Mimsof the world (even the liberal mouthpiece ‘The Guardian’ 
jessed roundly to this fact the other day in its 14 Februarv 

S;fe»krEfS^ a T cV5Ises '' re, "™e<l 

otjoi'TK c pts an d he h a , , have been 

Hthau atamcVet ses’5 en ^ prof anicu S ’ Th a read V 

' eral minoritv 




abuse against Islam. Those who disregard these n 
sitivities of Muslims, are being unfair. natUr al 


It is a Satanic Work 

The entire debate about The Satanic Verses is very sim 
straightforward. The author and his allies have claimed that 
Satanic Verses is a sort of “masterpiece,” “an excellent nier f 
literature,” and “the work of an artist.” What they have disr 
garded is the Muslim position that no one, including the writers 
and the artists, has the right to abuse Islam. 

It should be understood by everyone that Muslims have a very 
special relationship with Islam. They live for it and they give their 
lives for it. The author is so arrogant that he refuses to listen to 
any voice except to his own. His irrationality is very persistent. 
For Mr. Rushdie and his likes the issues of morality, ethics, and 
social responsibility are of no value. Instead, they nurture ele¬ 
ments of obscenity, pornography, vulgarity, and filth and present 
them as art and literature. Muslims on the other hand consider 
all such literature and art a satanic work. 

Mr. Rushdie has shown us how irrational he is. On the one 
hand he uses the most sacred names in the history of Islam in a 
profane, filthy and obscene manner to amuse himself and is 
hind, and on the other, complains about “bigots and racists " ° 
have tried to exploit his case by using his name to taunt us i 
a nd non-Muslim Asian children and adults in a manner t a 
n s repulsive, defiling and humiliating.” He does not 
different people respond to such situation 
and ^ T ^ ere are some w h° ig nore such things* ot ^ ers ® 0 f a n 
There ar e those who react to it in the man ose who 
returJ an e ^ e anc * a t°°th for a tooth. Also, there are 

eturn a stone for a brick. 

plating Profanity 

ot Rcto r m'^, est s Predominantly Christian, societies, jh | anl * 
'^logical,!! a !* d . Renaissance, the advent ' n mo nar ' 
C ^ les and chnr e k v *? utions > urbanization and freedom .. different 
domination have ushered in a drastically* that lt 
era - Everything has changed to the e 



isful |well ’„H chaste, good ^ Muslims . 
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The Author as the Stooge 
by M.H. Faruqi 
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there isn't going to be a shortage of money f 0r Wr i t i n 
more so if it concerned Islam and Muslims. g Sac nle ge 

Right from the days of its pre-launch publicity tn ,u 
protestation of ‘Good Faith’, Salman Rushdie, the for ^ lalest 
tising agency jingle-writer has written his ad lib several tim adver ‘ 
generally gleeful and ‘naughty’, but sometimes also pretend° Ver ’ 
be ‘nice’, depending upon who he was speaking to Fv ngto 
knew the author of ‘Grimus’, ‘Midnight’s Children’ and ‘Sh^- 
to be a writer of fiction, a novelist, but the story-teller now wanM 
to promote himself as a ‘social reformer’. Thus we find him telli 
the Indian magazine ‘India Today’ (15 September 1988) th a g 
‘Actually one of my major themes (emphasis ours) is religion and 
fanaticism’ and that he had ‘talked about the Islamic religion 
because that is what I know the most about’. (Did he not then 
know how seriously ‘the Islamic religion’ took offence to abusing 
or insulting Muhammad, peace be upon him? It was apostasy and 
apostasy was punishable with death. One assumes he knew that, 
despite the ‘God-shaped hole’ in his hollow cardiac machine. 
Instead he had chosen deliberately to seek ‘reform’ through 
outrage.) 

Rushdie was yet more eloquent when he spoke to another 
Indian magazine. He told ‘Sunday’ weekly (18-24 September 
1988) that the book ‘is a serious attempt to write about religion 
and revelation from the point of view of a secular person. Wh) 
pick on Muhammad (peace be upon him) alone to insult an 
ridicule him, when the professed aim is ‘serious’ and the 
canvas broad and universal, not confined to Islam and Mus 1 
alone! Because ‘Muhammad (peace be upon him) is a 
interesting figure. He’s the only Prophet (peace be upon n l 
^ o exists even remotely inside history’, Rushdie ^ en ^ 
xpain his choice. Totally oblivious of the possibih y ^ 

In? ar u rusade could turn out to be a non-starter even in _ rea ding 
market^ WaS then P rimin 8 the world’s largest Eng is rv t0 ban 
‘The ? fter ^ ort h America. India was the first cou ) . an . 
writer. 3 ani ^. Verse s’, but Rushdie went on with his ac .j oan d 
le levision Ve 1Sl and lslamic reformer’ act in the Bntis , 
wanted t pi ? granimes produced for the ‘Indo-Paki ^ry 
yarn-weavp e f . talcen m °re seriously than a mere n iy later 
when face?’ in his Indo-Anglian tongue. It wa t hink 
aCCd w »th worldwide condemnation that he had to 
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0 k vvasp t aC divid e<:1 sel ^ was tr ^°p 0 int 
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G uard '?saiman 

>5 n ’ C h S5 asim v'fr^t ervievV . ,n n aIecie f ence°^ /5/ ^, 

# ,vith |he l S January . oaS siona te , ^ a ge o ]. 

10 S£** 

l9 ^ack C °of emp athy !°pie q u ° teS 

^.’“irSand 'since Rushdie's thesis 
i^earstobe that the migrant’s experience leads to the discarding 
Ed assuming of identities, to create “rounded ’ characters would 
arcly be false to method . . . ’ What Ruthven is saying is that 
pen his ‘method’, it was difficult for Rushdie to create ‘rounded’ 
®weis. But the ‘difficulty’ was of his own making and, the 

SCw* H Shdie l0 ° ked t0 a " ‘ tradltio na»y disadvan- 
?«%rSU7„„,t h «*■■*•. » not 
1Se ,Mls h b hlS empathy with Muslims 

W b00k ' He is lucky 

e h,s tori an 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

Professor Hugh Trevor-Roper, ‘to waylay him i nari 
and seek to improve . . . Rushdie’s manners.’ aar * ! 

Salman Rushdie’s long 7,000-words, £100,000 price 
is an interesting study material about the person and p SV ch i SSay ’’ 
condition of its author, though the material must be r°H Cal 
interpreted very carefully, in view of the fact that its write a " d 
not a free person: He was hostage of his benefactors^? 
beneficiaries. Not surprisingly, he has said little new and o 
doubts that even if he were to repent sincerely, in the Islam? 
sense of ‘Tawba’, he would have the freedom to make it known. * 
Most of the points Rushdie makes by way of explanation are 
mere elaborations on his previous polemic, and these were dealt 
with in Impact 18:20, 28 October-10 November 1988. Only that, 
he now combines the argument about his empathy for migrants 
with the more profound social and ideological objectives. He still 
does not want to say that ‘The Satanic Verses’ is ‘only a novel’ 
and thus need not be taken seriously’. That would be too 
humiliating for his ego, perhaps. He wants it to be taken as ‘a 
work of radical dissent.’ 

The problem is he wants to have it both ways. He did not want 
to nor was he capable of writing a serious and scholarly work of 
radical critique of the ‘Islamic religion’. Had he done so, criticisms 
or disputations about the book would not have been known 
outside the pages of Islamic or Orientalist journals. But he wou 
have also not received all that fabulous ‘auction’ money that e 
got otherwise. He would not have entered the pages of history- 
So he chose the medium of fiction, the garb of dream and fan asy, 
hut the language of filth and profanity. The device was clever. 
disarming as none of its potential critics could answer * 
filth and profanity in the same language. It also won the ai 
of the large and powerful worldwide constituency of Islam nu 
theso-callcd liberals and the alienated literati included. ^ 
. ♦t , book was welcomed as a Devil-sent gift ca P ° we ll 
nascent Muslim communities in the We 
e Hnglish-reading young generation in the Muslim c . ve t to 
What may be Rushdie ^ wn eX pi ana tion - and he hasg jp 

almrJt and consistent explanation - the point ca . t * 
£2 f \ the ma 3 0r reviews of the book: That here was a 

°f the ‘Id™ Wh ° had come U P with such a deVaStatl thpnticiti eS ’ 
amic religion’ and its two unassailable au 1 



W 1 ’, f Indo- B , flt ' on *°? t ° he Qur’a n > th ^ 
'"S^forv « ri,h myth I, hl the integrity® 1 hilT1 ) and 

%&<££*** KoSd be 

tyStlXSiSZ - d 3SS £& 

ssstfJS-s— 

» ddressed 10 Pen T," 

sianation from him. Tnei a ui e an d responsible 

iffiSETtaTlte author was just an individual 
Miohis fantasies and frailties, but for the publishers to spread 
M sacrilege was not acceptable. 

Muslim demands were, therefore, addressed in the first 
a to Penguin Books and these were: 

!S awandpulpal1 the c °P' es of ‘The Satanic Verses’ 
not to reprint it in the future. 

^ UnqUallfied public a P 0 *°gy to the World Muslim 

J> returns 

,his ^ss S sacri ege°lh th R b °° k ° r an V 

S3° f,0,al righSS'n, 8its P ainf ul and i nti8h Muslif n 

^*5^ « S;r eM 2& d h °>* C 


„C S -ndTeS te Sr\ n e n J neral P^blTc 
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^PoiverJ'v ‘brougJ t ndersta ndabl e d 

Short age i n X* °ve r ’ _ tn °‘ e ' Bei ng 
n the W. _ COtT, niunit v . d 
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^udi hv fun, *' f, f l»fc f L*. " *i|, 

rhrn omcn , ' h'Mor, ca , v » 

«' I ihctal i„ h; " has hc K^'idwe #t ’'* * . -... 

•nicrcMcd m n!J h mcd '» wh, r k u b>S *«V^ 

" trough a Iin| t . >rtfL . 11,1 a good M„ r . m ‘’ rr "tom „ 
^"■Plru Nwt "', n f h ^"T"o?» I. 

Sysss “ ^SSyr5tr?S: 

hl »-n a copv o( || "' t aw arc that while ^." 

attention to thoi, i Sa ' an,c Verse* l(l •»»*£* 

3 national „ewsn <tp Uul 'hey were a* l* 1 ' **« 

Pointed out ('I'h t ^ labour Mi» , ltl ■ 

Nicholas R.cJIev w 1 s K. ,Ui ": ,, - ,n " < elWt !"!,"«"*• 
J^-developmM.. and p"h Mam > ,s '" rc «•> "h.x ^ 

A copy of, I, c igon * ^ not ice* were burned mv* 

* )fflcc m August lox""^" 10 '' | A ‘,' W;lN humedoutude tit. H.« 
Satanic Verses’ There i hc,ore ,he pul'lion, t .< 'k 

hook-burning' ,„ Bndforw’ fuss I,, J loul * n > 01 ,h *' '*» 

used us an ‘ * l r d Uas turned info a Vantoai mi * 

communities K r ° )asJl ^radfordian and all oihcr Mm* 
*fbcn aeainsi rh ' i ? Wc , rc tllc ? who hud comm,fled husf*v 
So the o , ! beral secular religion’, 
recognition U | ’ave still to go a long wa> toward* 

Maylv rh ° , , . Ulr human rights and the right to c<(Ml ‘V r 
to hem., i W, . no1 ' hut nothing diminishes then ngNt •»•** 

d 'minish ,ile HKuh“' r ,d * nSUJk ' d ,n ,he cnd ^ m,mt ' '* 
campaian^^ h P m °" 'h un onc > ear of s,,ldcnl 

briian, i, a,> U!*e and intimidation, the Muslim o*"* 
awsciousn^v m 1 d< ; enormous gains in self-estee* t**- 
u Pon him, o ° , ,C d, S m ly of Islam and Muhatnm* • ,> 

i*cfc ihr U i ' uun ^ generation, ns school N>y> * IK 

-nd dc «< The Satanic Verses h* « ^ 

tslafnisatiun have acquired great confide** ** J 
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• * __ „ ,.|, W Rushdie s (Kcultation. is unresolved 

* * h 4 ie remained dismissive of the demand 

* *.* Thev \ecm to enjoy the notoriety achieved 
, a m« rv. ted n«hdent that their liberal and secular 
{•vu^dimcnuin the Muslim countries would ensure 
nil tkdtfUftja on JturH Islamic Action to Combat Bias- 
" uT! h> ,h<: INth fslamtc Conference of 
■dTJSElr*u s ,Jrch m> whith called l.. r 
r-SSSSTpi; ': h 'T “ nd Wdta « companies 
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Publishers’ lohK , c ""% 

Muslims Th the ^o^aTwen'as 6 Stateme "t as a Pe 

7 ad ? it amply clearViTI ° f th'a° Jf at 

death, but like ail 1 ^ at though anost / 1 ^ Us,i m lean m,date 

jurisdiction. Inofc* h a PP>ied only S Was Pun^ had 

onlte r a B n ^‘ h e,f“ d „ S ,""’ “""‘•’SS 

With Mrs Margarer Th a t P K earStohave entered rh 
country’s liberal and monl'y lobby""^ T 
seems to have come handv tn «» y * 16 Satanic Versee 

Torture’ and to *£&? JS'&V*' "*pKA 
government had appeared to be trying to <£?““: ° f la,e S 
from its earlier uncritical support > of 8 Rushdr Ce J t D lfgrad,,al1 ) 
wme as they like and to publish L they £% a e n ^ engui " ‘ 
the pressure exerted by the ’Friends of PenguinThat MrSh t 
had to assure the Commons last week that she defendedte 
freedom of speech and the freedom to write in a democracy 
although the dispute here was not about the freedom of speech 
it was about the abuse of this freedom to inflict insult and sacrilege 
upon a whole community of people. 

The Penguin lobby is powerful and unassailable and as the 
publishers continue to bask in their intransigence, there is little 
hope of the deadlock being broken early, unless Rushdie tries to 
take his affairs into his own hands and refuses to act as a shield 
for Penguin Books. He has already stated that he « "otaMi*. 
and this might help him escape the charge of apo 
were to come under the junsdict.on of Islamjc^ ^ ^ ^ 
now was to show repentance, as ^ ^ P °an Islamicchanty 
publication of ‘The Satanic Verse and ^p ^ ,1a 

all the gains of hissacnlege_ After^ ^ novel 
month’s review of Thoma Py (ha t there f 0 B» 

The New York Times Book Re ^ , „ e ^ 

•are unfortunately, unpnn^ . Tm a Cop 
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* 5 it on the 

by Ziauddin Sardar 

I 

Utarethe truth, all else is falsehood. This is the basic premise 
I file civilization that dominates the world - the Western 
jfaion. It is the driving force of its history, its organizing 
andal1 i,sliterary P roduct s- What it actually 

5 S 5 ^^ 

be subsumed; Western histn^'" 10 W * 1 ' c * 1 Other 
*r°' all0,her people, cukure and ^^ histor y. 

"*wibecnm. , Grand History nfu; heref °re onlv a 
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A i> Sa erildm 

It is !he a refo UShdie ’ s The S " ^'' ,C Pur Po S e 

w'Hii? 1 -'sr 

fiction. This is d !. ystemat,call V blurs thl h St0ry ,nto a mne^ hlCh 

' eaii 'y»x? itg'nS^' ™.« 

a reductionist sense tu and lma g‘nation often k h ° Wln 8thai 
of Marxist theorist can seen as .h^ 5 re '' h 

word actually a^a^in i . a h Udrillard ’ s theory of e^S' 0 " 3 ' f °™ 
is not what yousee h n ° Vd a cou Ple of timelnr^ 
is reality; you. the »i£X 

down where ‘Dynasty’ and ‘DallaTare^ d |. Urnedu N' 
imitative behaviour of the soap opera the celluloid m'" 8 S* * 
painstakingly rewrites every aspect of the Sirah the 
Prophet Muhammad, the JarVof m£’ 
identity , and seals it in his own, postmodernist, dogmatic sec¬ 
ularist, image. The hope is that his image of the Sirah will become 
the actual reality, and our perception, however historically accu¬ 
rate, the image. If his readers accept his picture, then Rushdie 
accomplishes the following goals: he makes the foundations of 
Islam a secularist enterprise and therefore part of the Grand 
History of secularism; he wipes out the deep and.nwc 
connection between Muslim cultural ^ culture and 
the Prophetic paradigm thereto 
tofu,lint identity an appendage to Vam<»< 
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Thl ■ ,ex ^ P an ' C te C hves ' an 

r«my g o'f p 

*$££"& be -rSS too well’. However 
'.M 1 * 'play s ‘ he d r ^ e of wr iting Islam out of history and 
of history’ which ends with Western 
Ja" 8 is no joke Indeed^ he'even takes his role as a prophet 
Maodemism very seriously and systematically gives clues in 
Novels to show that he considers himself to be on a par with 
fcProphet Muhammad: ‘thus, as history records, Muhammad 
nsabout forty years old when his revelations began; so now is 
Me, and so is his character, Gibreel Farishta. Like Rushdie 

safis? a ?r r ' subs,iiuti "s 

, r.p. .S 10 ™“' K ?'*c Aral,peoples; 

^enterprise set up around the nV lrCCt threat to the 
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The ‘Bro, vn Sahib’ QW% 

That Rushd' 

ta lking about' Indeed* 1 B° f them ’ surely he^m^ 60 m ° re read*^ 

TpiX: J2t» sIS ls ssis 

». °* «*• -W^Was 

«?*?“ “““h n i°,SSJffcte 

sahib who is at once an insider and a total, alien, outsider. The 
history of the Indian subcontinent is punctuated with the activities 
of so many brown sahibs who, in exchange for recognition and 
acceptance, always tried to out-do the sahib at his own game. 
After all, would the East India Company have succeeded in taking 
over the Mughal Empire with such ease if it had not had at its 
disposal a network of brown sahibs ever ready to sell their people 
short for this or that favour? ... The brown sahib has an acute 

inferiority complex about his original identity: he hat 

Indian/Muslim self. Yet, on the other hand he too* ^ 
never be accepted as a pukkah sahl ,' erience s a loss of 

between himself and his identities an Resolution, desper- 

meaning and reality »„rt P™—" 

ation and internal panic. Th on j y produce an ep 1 

tas£22^~ss&Sgs> 


e Musli"' 


ArgU me’i‘ 


. from dlC> 

The^ . t , ran save him 1 f a te 

one thi^ »{•* ** fulfil* ^uld 

era^rlinal > de . n ['!Lf that events®** Verses is 
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, ways u*°“ - 0 f 


,i)W faC t that K . j n -- , r e ft. in 

Is knowledge is large ![ ^ lines (economics, 
''^’ lienee technology, dlsc P Novelists 

.^?;£3”:-”rday S when 
«SS“ n d wm.e from life experience 
Jot hers Cervantes, Flaubert, Henry James, 
nursed, produced, packaged as commodities 
■j.kli necessary presented as spokespersons for this or that 
L m But not everyone can queue up to be manufactured. Only 
jfselect few with the right Oxbridge background who totally 
yjf with Europe and its culture and promote the cause of 
topean civilization in their work - you must totally conform 
dictates of militant dogmatic secularism. Under these 
*nces it ,s not pursuit of literature a. * t™. tJ _ .. 

JJJpeoplethatpenuadeswri, 


nt ofhterature as a tool f or mor al and 
entered the Star pP wer and money. 
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10 ^ had. In these TosT^ tftere a re a 
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Wsus Civility 

SLSiaass; *— -—«“SSfarf 

Documentation of the Affair 

Both The Rushdie File (edited by Lisa Annioanan* 
Maitland, Fourth Estate, London, 1989) and T/ 1e ^ M an f d Sara 
(edited by Munawar Ahmad Anees, Quill, Kuala humour 
provide us with a good sample of writings of Rushdie’s defend 891 
While the File gives more weight to his defenders, not surprising 
Judas contains more from the Islamic perspective. The Fi\ 
contains no editorial comments, it simply allows the weighted bias 
towards the defenders and Rushdie’s own interviews and com 
ments, to make its case. Munawar Anees gives his editorial 
perspectives in Judas and thus plays his subjectivity up front. The 
File was designed to have a limited life - which it has now outlived. 
Judas will last much longer not least because it contains Ali 
Ma 7 rui’s brilliant defence and Manazir Ahsan’s scholarly exami- 
nation of the origins and validity of the satanic verses modem. 

A Defender of Rushdie wddon . Her pamphlet 

Neither of the anthologes wnta ^ ^ 

‘Sacred Cows’ s^ed^f (M arch 1989) and was Werp 

that of e, f“ e ?j“ e ct to [23* 

exercise their fret» delivered direct ^ natur e of P°J falW 

to take rele tha t she the pelves, * * 

What are the ng for _ things w> fQt , no 

* ,hinki Srt^ a,e TsS>»“ 8 ,he 

believe that lting dest 

insult and by 
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M*** , t hen to 8° 

.. daft; b ut . eV think 

T mV P ovver !tuP |d that hfoun ding 

& ^sg;! 3£2 

if, '•“* up rfjif «e are f' S jn d dorm"*" 
{Id* '.'.vers all y oU " to stand up declares, 

t/,o say *■ Th J . Koran 9 Do they 

*S£EES3» ct the level .0 P«tmoder. 

Sdefenders of Rushdie will sink to promote hatred. W 
rime: 

I recommend a thorough reading of the Koran to everyone. 
Allah the all-seeing, all-knowing, I am glad to see, is 
compassionate as well as vengeful; that is to say, he does 
“Mimes turn a blind eye, knowing people are weak' he 

what there is to forgive i! ‘f 3h ^ l ° be mercif ul 

^circular argunEu u TOm the Western view 

lm r s Ihe 

P™«h and chaslise 

&8i53!sSS5s 

»yon e . B J t Mv,s 0r ^ 
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SacrJ 

Muhammad i Civility 

edition. Arthur a, k W ldon read ‘come, , n 0te 

of the Qur’an did this transit? ^ ni « Pen, 

Oawood and it *^ e don actually read it '-^ he Pen gui n ed? U,n 
distorted versions 5 olTV’ ‘ he mosl ’oaccurat'J 3nS ' ate d's'to 

IS not willing to allow Arberry, who snem h poem ■ But Weldon 
the Qur’an and Muslim traditions and is con"-^' studyin 8 
Muslims and non-Musi,ms. to bfS»^ .LSS, 1 ? t 
recent times, the freedom to be influenced bv 
interpretation is far superior; it has to be! So she throws scorn 
and sarcasm at Arberry’s feelings: ‘he acknowledges his gratitude 
to whatever power, or Power, inspired the man and the Prophet 
who first recited these scriptures - revelations supernatural^ 
received, he explains’. Like all knowledgeable persons, Arberry 
is far more humble. 

After deriding Arberry, Weldon quotes Surah Al-Kafirun (The 
Unbelievers’ - 109: 1-6): 

Say: O unbelievers, 

I serve not what you serve, 

neither are yo» 

To you your reiig , oh yes . » 

belief (iman) 


„ Arg‘" nent 


Except 
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I ^amongst 1 


ignore»•* 

Lboth ,£> P fj, e latter is ^jdering one | accU sation 

- - “•*•*“ * 

“ rtnowl^‘ s f ( other pe°F 


K'om^n'C WddoL 
«* a " d dlS,r “ S> “ 

Sarand hatred of Muslims: 

this violent frightening poem . . . This divine revelation 
from Allah to Muhammad in the seventh century, with its 
Bible tales retold, its rules for desert living, its rejection of 
monogamy, its despisal for women - yes, I know the Prophet 
says treat females with kindness and respect, and I dare sav 
.t was better than what went before - only chastise them 
»ta they’re rebellious, and so forth • and tiL 6 tftem 
heaven too, butsince heaven k°, i \ „ he WOmen 8° to 

%have billions of M„c i ■ Ure ’ ’ • (Amen!) 

and >,<» ::?' c 'viliza- 

t^ '^heo,,, J ct darkno cr °Wn Ie heart 1 Hi 

<*p>. her “ n,e of her? S th at resia n0ranc e h d min d 

dd0Wnr ight e i Q n Ur ’an P t r ; 

sn ° r an Ce 


285 











And som e n 

ecstasy. A po er ?m ?" °P li « and R ‘ b " tythanT* ** "N 

can shane tL m that Can build or f 1 to the ap C v n °t ay l he 

smmmm 

what a poem is? ' oc essed feminist novelist^ 

Dogmatic Secularist 

Weldon^ despises 6 Sahnan Shd^rdt'he'ras^" 8 ,ha ' Fa> 

equally°to °women .^But U^alS ? fa’cfthat * me "' '' **“ 
Mushm societies, women are di^S^SS 
sed. That discrimination and suppression is not due to the 
teachings of the Qur’an, but the chauvinism and arrogance of 
Muslim men. It is an appalling state of affairs that cannot and 
should not be tolerated, and that has to be fought at every juncture 
by all right-minded people. First Weldon states, with a sense of 
original discovery, that Muslim women are harassed and suppres¬ 
sed* then she argues that rates of divorce, wife-beating etc among 

MusUms'in Britain are somehow way ahead of the more told 

host community: 

Muslim women in 


rate, 


the »* 


for recalcitrance 


their children in c “"’ h penalties tor w* 
, the intimidation, thP siansweatsh o ps , 


beatings 

their unre 
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the impossibly exploitative P *** 
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Icoholism, and jAe champion 
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being 


favoured! If 



. vVO uld haV n e n ompn^ on . n b ^e Muslim 

school - often frightened of going, I am told 
«l, triers, but (here is no escape for them - to be taught 
Koran’ But who are these ‘social workers’? Are they the 
Penguin who published Arberry? If Muslim children do go 
ilie mosque every day - a luxury many Muslim communities 
an have because there are not enough mosques, enough 
M enough teachers - they may be upset about missing 

b “' w , hy shouid 
fill going io school every morninoO iu^ TA afraid t h an 
ftio&ndayschools, which are organised M ° St Musllm chi| dren 

5 mesi "othereo mm unity cemrP T"" 65 ir > mosques 

and M ^lim culture 1 * 1 ? * earn not 
whichmavJ dlscussi °ns, sports and A’ but a * so get 

*»< Kir *al?ng wX h ,hi "ss 

MVei don , ^eous superioritv a H ° Se w ho 
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asr '""“fid 




' Uri 2edf?/ uc,,e verc^n VUr an c 

"%ev en f h ar as 'he rei " CSCa Pe hen’f 3Use 
nation ac n he most ;„. re . as °n ‘why, She 


VVe m 
icated 


' ank ^all 

Plank y the 


Wan 


of 


287 










n ° n -co mpreh ‘-*w% 

g§|S5=iSS*.-. 

11 can do nodiino S ^ d min<1 Perceives ,n C ?,. mpteh en<l 

of the 'Wgh 

and ““ ,hem - *«*rdS> 


Demigod of Public Morality 

indeed totLIl^blac™ 8 Sal Ch ' ld D like and immoral i 
good, full of love and ot a n RUShdiehimse lfisanlrt n f halefu 
kindness but of teVo" • and the O^ - Isla " 
fabr,canons, ‘gives the believer p^SCT^ ofhe S 
The Satanic Verses on the other hand .*° hate th e unbeliever' 
goodness, is extraordinary poetry which doec T? of love «« 
to hate and is the stuff of revelation The author 8 '" 6 Perm ' SSI °" 
of mine in an advertising agency "s too Cm™ 
witty too intelligent, to lay down rules for the humaTrace"’ ^ 
loo human? Surely, a slip of the tongue? He soars high above 
ordinary mortals. He is, surely, God incarnate, not the child-like 
son but the Father himself: ‘as a piece of writing, The Sarnie 
Verses reads pretty much like the works of St. John the Divine 
at the end of our own Bible ... St. Salman the Divine’, fm 

joking’, she adds with a smirk. A joke? Surely not, Ms. Weldon" 
•L b _»//-».,r hphW? I.p.t us Drav: Ou 


ai me enu ui uui uwn uiuit . . • u*v . 

joking’, she adds with a smirk. A joke? Surely not, Ms. Weldc 
Do you not have the conviction of your belief? bet us 

riSKt ^S£*S***m 

to ^rn s - ou : h °o;-a r ch 

barren, emotionally panic-?£ fcii-gods of public mor^ty 
novelists who see th ^ m ^ V hdj ( w ho are 

mWs£0m 

Seal, London 19 W V she hads would be. ■»”° un 

lews^r Blacks or even homosexuals* she 


288 


1 


I 


The 




Arg Ul 


i to 


m enl 


of 


■ p art y tc .ii e ctuaiiy 

“Iwo* «t tl,em a ” 


a t ak^A 

^ £ r^- 6eRushdle a«aa 




. „eedtounderstana^j-.^^ ation; ^ ^ 

^'C K ifbrid| n by brick and render it harmless. In this 
■fiSh the very survival of Muslims as Muslims at 
*,«e need to make sure that we do not fall victim to the 
s of postmodernist techniques: that we do not react with 
and panic, abuse and ridicule, meaningless violence and 
m, self-satisfying slogans and righteous indignation. It is only 
itik intellectual level that the advance of the postmodern culture 

sondes Muslims, as well as nth^r u ^ * ern tory that 

idCT,i, v 

vnledown and prepare ourselves for com^ W£ m ' 8 ht a « Well 

,loffc Roshdie affair ^? 8 batt,es - Meanwhile 
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Oranu, and . °«* 

sr£=~“ ras% ,*»» > M , h 

Kerns, RnthS,'•MuhitaP. ■ »« iSL**. 

s^-^ss&ts 

revealed over a period of 23 years /both t H ? ur *"■ as it was 
a permanent text inside history indeed\V CVe a ‘° ry evema "d 
must take history into account as ma’nv of ■? lnter P reta, M 
commentary on actual, historical events' RushH'^ are a 
infantile assertion to negate the enterprise of Et TheV" 
etff f this notion occurs as the ‘Untime of the Imam’) -towrite 
it off from history and thus make it irrelevant to our times. 

Rushdie needs to establish this false premise so that his opening 
assertion can be driven home. ‘We have been witnessing an attack 
upon a particular work of fiction’, he writes, ‘that is also an attack 
upon the very idea of the novel form’. This inductive leap in the 
dark - from one work of fiction to all ‘the novel forms’- is, like 
all inductive leaps, logically invalid; Muslims are only protesting 
about The Satanic Verses, they are clearly not pnWjg 
other novels, including other works of Rushdie- The ^ 

sjsfssi's'S SefcssE 

_ i _ j ( 


regard tneir wuuu-viw 
small step to believe 
all literature! , Q|1 log i ca l and fa« u * b/ 

But let us not be oo answering a n ata ,j, e fact i 

this ‘love’ ts in sharp con 
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‘Love need n? ; b n e t h e dark’- 


the 

y^TSSw* P? Moreover. 
■ * ks 10 r B y fhis logic, 

' “me"to having wned 

^notions, made so (radltl0na i cultures, being 

1 fntlhlei so much better at making peace with nature 
£ £ /environment. But the assertion is false on 
iJJL* it assumes that all uncertainty, all progress, all 
I is Good. Secular societies have deified progress and 
' -iange. Societies based on sacred notions make value judgements 
. loensure (hat change is progress and that progress is not at the 
fuse of one’s physical, social and psychological well-being If 
Mlie has a poor knowledge of Islam, surely one would expect 
hilo know something about traditional riilt..~c .? 1 

»«fwaryecological and envirnnm i tures as well as 

be 8 a %ra?r C,nentS? 

; — owentious believers h ' ^ ai ^ can be reasoned 
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ONftiy 


Srr,„ Brt , m 

postmodern novH “ S liUlc cognitiveT ep,IOn k.h ?' > 

priv ilege ,he",r g '4e a 'S"! *”« 3,"!S 
scorn on the notion of Sc sac "VT " •Cffi,*’ - ■ 
and world-views out of m ? d ’ by w rit ln „ trad ,^ """‘"t 
alternatives as cuI-de-saL and'l' by i^'"** 1 I* <* 

array of literary devices ,t ite r ’ y dcm< >nstratin/ 
real experience w c have Indent'' l ha ' ^12^?** * 
without comprehending, tells us tlr'iff— para Pl'r««nj m* 
acceptance that ‘all that is solid has melted'?.?, beg ' ns U|,h «* 
and morality are not givens but imnrrf u° ° air ' l * la| real,,, 
thus by definition Rushdie’s kind of fiction? 3 ^“"'"“''' 
teal stance that writes off all the hclicvcrs '.mt ?? ^ 14 ^" 
could hold sacred, with relativism (cognitive as wen asm? ?*' 
the only truth. This is why in his novel one cannot find a 
character with reasoned faith who is a decent human being Sudi 
fiction only privileges one language over all others. 

Starting from the point that nothing matters, everything i> 
meaningless, Rushdie’s fiction proceeds to claim a rather large 
territory for itself. It is in ‘its origins the schismatic Other of the 
sacred (and authorless) text, so it is also the art most like!) to h 
our god-shaped holes.’ Since god-shaped holes can onh K 
by some kind of god - square pegs do m 
literature then is god. It is thus both 
as an authority unto itself. As Richard ,J (Thf On.fi 
truly brilliant study,/ 

However, Kusnoic 
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+%£* $£ jtfSS ^nt for the h.ghest 

-•P^mcnnoncd me 

** 1 **** , inB us ,hat The Satanic Verses is a 
■CC. Sen described ‘as a work of bad history. 

* pamphlet, as the product of an international- 
^Z, rKy a s an act of murder, as the product of a 
MiMfanNr'to Hitler . ’ To Hitler, who has figured 
f ihe Rushdie debate, and to the question whether The 
m \mes is or is not ‘bad history’ we shall come shortly. 

* fat on there be any doubt that The Satanic Verses is 

:f:lr an r has 10 be a du P e of superannuated 

XSKfiSSfE-W"'•«*£? 

sir* bt """ lhal “■ '"“Ws 

't^5 0n -»tySJi " ,stake , w e are ,S D flCtion as 
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■ O- •'WOKJ civility 

eve^Jne'oUheT "l’ e , very " me!) and Physical d 

rrr ■* *' sr^'r 

fact or fiction? Why does the author7^^ appear m’7i ,he 
the minutest of points to tell hie r great car c 
talking about the Sfm - to the eLnSf be^ readcr< i th?^ 
And what are we to make of a text that selt«°"f ever ' b y-ha|p 
only where it suits the ideological purpose d ly para Ph at, 
extensive historical corpus? And what are ^ toTT"? fr C 
c aims the right to overturn 1400 years of devoted stL^ 6 " ficli » 
clear the distinction between fact and fabled v7 T 8 ' 0 " 1 ^ 
mistake has been made. For Rushdie to tell us th»7f A calc 8«y 
tangentially necessary for his fiction is truly addinu in7i? re only 
category injury. g lnsult to that 

‘I am being enveloped in and described by a language that h„ 
not fit me’, cries Rushdie. That’s exactly what every belief 
Muslim said after reading his novel. Indeed, while this experience 
may be new for Rushdie, it is nothing new for Muslims. The 
culture of modernity, its ruling ideology of secularism, Orientalism 
- the Western study devoted to explaining Islam - all strive to fit 
the Muslims with false descriptions, false language, false identity. 
The pervasiveness of these ‘images of ignorance’ based upon a 
‘distorted imagination’ are the attitudes that constructed and are 
confirmed by the whole of The Satanic Verses. 

Ahnse Being a Literary Language 

And now to abuse and ridicule. 
crude parody rfdSgS 

Then he suggests that his ^ quit e incapabl o aUy; 

tions of literary characters. Lf* ”* ffens ive: the) 

between the novelist and n ^ Muslims find 
it is not the bits of the n ^ an msultmg P jdicu iort 
find the °f at the creation of an an > ( at writing, 

they find the a 7 fen P slV e; they fo» d * {ind being g lVf £ ta „ce°f 
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triumphant s Bnta 
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lies not eX ‘ st '' bscen e and abusive forms in 

^' "c ftomrn insults into sheng ven , n 

'i*!"-e” de S *h a n exerc.se on 
fi who is Rushdie to undertak ^ ^ be)ieve in n o 
of Muslims? Especially,, w e adolescent.’ Thus, 

*Sj^i“ r«U 'a»8»»se °r 

MWisiLqan an tfquite extraordinary presumption . 

I, do we really want to redaim these images? Are all n asty 
:ai images, products of ignorant and distorted perceptions 
are, worth reclaiming? Should the Blacks wear the epithet 
V with pride? Should the Muslims go round reclaiming the 
mhistoric legacy that describes them as fanatic, licentious 

SS himy lT ebst o ag v!i n; ‘ il is difficult t0 avo 'd 

! ®it a renewed sense'of o^le a^H 7 0ffermg t0 Muslim 
•Med invitation to merit d d ‘ gnity but an oblique 
ft’ 0 mtern alise centuries of C 4 

. ' >ertainlv nnt a— 


o pride and dignity but an oblique 
internalise centuries of Christian 

lrom ?’, asks n °vel. ‘What rtrx i 
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* . _ . y< vk r.".mcf art must either hi a 

amc _ ., na^r* authoritarian character of 




«„v\s frr* ft> punt himself ns n lonely saint 
■' f ** * "f fumhmenuilist wrath that is 

te?£Jl %2 /r: ■'. <mfw 

HeUWMsInnid'w'i.e m*"’" h< “ , '"K 
""■* W*> mimic* (j / S() .'. J; Mornson, in the 

*vm. LnZT'u m Gran, “ 31, 
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OJ rom a man who h ldn ' t sh ^t 

B&S^Sis?9E?£ 

1* author of ThTsalPrT *° *T "f* hw ^ bu "<«h n 

accept his picture nf rl O i™** * ,,S ^ tS,Cf| l fWLk'v * * 4 nr^ Uf °PCa/I an J ^°Ut a/]V «<*’ ° f 

to find out \jih C ,e Prophet Muhammad without emtn*K i ^tiC*** &n u. ^^Rushdu, d i ^° r *- 

i£ ;2f h ! mann f of ™" * **? Did h, *< u- » C ^ J ? C and anti^erai 

n' f°i j f ry d/ fabi * "* *> mc-f^d fhtr kn,,t. 4 . .. ^ycoit^; °ne Can com, 
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questioning its own assumptions, which sees lVl? Pable ot 
fanatics and fundamentalists’. And nartlv h P 3 Muslini s a 
undying support of a group of friends who occunv'k he has,h ' 
in the media. The situation is such that if Rushrt V pos " io,ls 
diseased phlegm on the face of one of his novelist friL°““ 6he<1 a 
be captured on film by Tariq Ali and turned into a docum W ° Ul(i 
which would be commissioned by Farouk Dhondv and a 1 ? 1 
the ‘Rear Window’ slot of Channel Four; Blake Morrison' 
reprint it as the lead story in The Independent on Sunday which 
would also contain an instant poll of various luminaries (Harold 
Pinter, Fay Weldon, Margaret Drabble, Ian McEwan, Arnold 
Wesker, Penelope Lively, Michael Foot: ‘it is the most brilliant 
piece of political writing I’ve ever read in my life’ (what an 
impoverished life!), et al.) and, Hanif Qureshi would write a 
lvrical appreciation of it in the Guardian as well as make an 
extensive ^appearance on ‘The Late Show’ or‘The South Ban 

Show' CThe P mo,e rd^ftc «»»'”'’££££, 
too have spat a lot ^ 0 ^J P SandGmta w’ouldaJ'£*«. 

damn thing as a pamphlet. 
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not interfere with QV ‘ 7i * 

P n S^r h ^j'^S^S?5 

is a Qur’anic injunction i,u exam P le - that de a ff re «» 
informed, do J2& » 

questioning is the methodolog? of Sc On >- U ' e of Go « n 
peatedly asks questions and exhorts belff^nH^? 1 ^" re ' 
ask questions and seek their answers. We are^nh ^ 10 
the methodology of the hadith collectors denln a t0ld that 
istmds than content’. Does that mean that if a SaI™* on 
to Our’anic teachings it was accepted because , -S'"" 

foolproof? Why did the Muslim scholars then insist that ™ 
hadith must agree with the Qur’an and reason before one proceeds 
to check the isnad? Were they really so foolish as to travel for 
hundreds of miles checking for isnad while the content was clearly 
against the Qur’an or reason? Something is wrong somewhere - 
and it is in Ruthven’s head. A point made amply clear when we 
hear Ruthven announce that ‘Sunni Islam, lacking in educated 
priesthood, seemed to have committed the sin of shirk b] 
elevating the Quran to the level of God.’ Does that mean to 
Shi’a Islam does not regard the Qur an ast ^ or that the 

Tkc' C'rh Smillij 

have justified his sexual wclean^J^i*-* 
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Labelling Muslims 

The second component of Ruthven’s method is labe.lv 
label someone, say call them fundamentalist, then ob • Uy ° u 
have understood them. We are thus treated to a classT^ y ° u 
Muslims in Britain, like the Deobandis, Barelwi and^T? 0t 
Jamaat who get their funding from Saudi Arabia (a little 
when they are banned from the country). The Islamic move 1 

we are told, has two mainsprings: the Ahmadiyya whichexe?^’ 
an influence on the ‘better educated’ despite the fact that? 
founder Mirza Ghulam Ahmad (1839-1908) ‘announced that he 
was receiving revelations directly from God’ and went on to 
declare himself ‘an avatar of Krishna’ and claimed that ‘he 
travelled to Kashmir and Afghanistan in order to convert the Ten 
Lost Tribes of Israel’; and the other Jama‘at-e-Islami, which is 
n pxtrcme right-wing fundamentalist organization. Thus en- 
lightened Ruthven tells his readers that the notion of few « 
llgnteneu, evervt hing these groups do and everyone,but 
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jteiBwered. Suppose 1 . a j n details but ensur 

liH*e Ruthven 1 chang ven> writer and journalist, 

uurkailyrecognuable asMalt e Ruh lets just say a 

'steals I change make him look like . • .... wil 

piece of work with all manner of evil sidelines, vv 
towny about buying the book or will he take me to court 
f bel and defamation? When Duncan Campbell, the investiga- 
•ijwunalisi,recently found himself in a similar situation, as 
^ol a BBC drama-doc, he did not worry about watching it 
^itingtoom-he took the BBC to court and won. The idea 

^to?ihe'v '' y ° U u Uy a book is 3 Particularly 
'You JTt j 3n . b f , said of the other question 
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unsavoury MnOm!Rurhvcns merhodo/ogy is to nmict 
opinions both i\ *?£ c & rou P s Jnd ^ their literature and 
a # JMn . ( P^vidc evidence for his absurd theories and as 

r/i » , , ul . 111 discussion. Thus, we are told that ‘embedded m 
t generalised anti-Western thrust of fundamentalist discourse 
mere exists a specific anti-Semitic thread \ The evidence for this 
generalization comes from the articles of Yaqub Zaki. Does 

Mosley provide us with evidence that there is a general anti-semitic 

trend in Britain ? We are further told that ‘in the Islamic literal) 
tradition' superhuman myths are attributed to Muhammad, 
was horn circumcised , fhe earth swallowed up his excrement ( ^ 
she not swallow all our excrement?) . . Hissh in waseno 

cure a Jew’s blindness . . . ' This is at the same level as con ^ 

the journalism of the Sun as the literary' tradition of n o i n vicars 
know , all those stories about vivacious nurses and naug ^ a 
bonking in the church garden!) In Bradford . u Bradford 

° _ M n .„or’ /u/hn mv friends in 
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^Ikdtobuyabookthey on of Rushdie s in Good 
the second question in the way it deserves 
Jjtanswred. Suppose I write a fictional work based on the 
isofMalise Ruthven. I change certain details but ensure that 
bdeirly recognizable asMalise Ruthven. writer and journalist. 
Die details I change make him look like . . . well, lets just say a 
nasty piece of work with all manner of evil sidelines Will 
hfcworr, about buying the book or will he take me to court 
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of world literature is it Sa,an >c Verses , Confe re n , 
Muslim gathering ’ “ ^'"8 P r «—’ ’ 
understa " 
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of world literature ° t? 

Muslim gathering'at Pfesented -Ruth atln8i,i ntf 
understanding 

wrong when a book of th s k n H g ' CaI «aBsm.?2 ! 
shouting. This was a sX„™ ,d > s c f lle d Hter There ' 
realism developed by Joree 8 Rn actlon 
in South America dei^i Borges anH 

narrow'— 
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, e ls someth 

realism developed^ ,on 
m South America deliberatelv ^■'taeip 

narrative realism b, imrSnV*™ “» *“ 
sion of narrator- r 


“* rsoutn America deliberated ft*™ Uabr « 
deliberate, self-conSus dim ^ 
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uoerate, self-consciou^aftemp^to £ e J?* io ! ,: SS. 

imperialism of European form ’ Since 77 jr> c* W ' th lhe cultural 
i* we have had a long line of bearded Ir J Verses ^- 
P magical realism is a new and liberatino fn 6 " 1 '^ r" mE us,hal 
benehts Third World folk. 

realism it is there in Kafka and Beckett. Second: Borges,Garcia, 
Liosa, huentes et al. are more European than South American: 
as they themselves emphasize and is obvious in their politics and 
attitudes towards the indigenous people of Latin America. An 
issue in Mario Vargas Llosa’s campaign for the presidency of Peru 
was his condescending attitude towards the Peruvian Indians. 
Indeed, more aware South American novelists, like VladyKocian* 
cich (author of The Last Days of William Shakespear, Heinemann, 
London, 1990), although a student of Borges and still writing^ 
a similar genre, cannot distance themselves furt er r rance0 f 
magical realists. Third: magical realism gives t Q ther but in 
speaking from the perspective that incorporates ^ that fits 
so doing it merely utilizes that conception ° j n Midnight 
within the Orientalist paradigm. The gro e ^ ar j os Fuentes 
Children could have sat happily ,n Kip v ^ g i 10 naryin The# 
murdering, looting, obnoxious Mexican ^ j„ any 
Gringo would have no problem in f S P praises of n a ? 
tional, anti-Mexican novel. Those who stngtn^P^moimg 3 " 
realism as a liberating literary ore ‘cultural imp eria ' s 
brand of a favourite Western brew. 
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iamentalism as if it were a Christian response to the 
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comes up with two insights by studying ‘Islamic 
aim m terms of‘Christian fundamentalism’: (l) the 
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Bangladesh, Iran, Turkey T ■ 

Sudan are poor peonle I • Tuni sia, A ,„ 
dub them materialisfis’th^K 1 " 8 just abS” 8 ’ Ni geti 
This absurd analysis has a * 8 * 11 ° f Secu larkt > f Stenc e u " 1 
certain characteristics _ a . P Ur Pose. It 7* f !% CVe| T 0 


• an(1 th e 


,U,J auau ‘u analysis has o 1 Se cul ar is, £ ie, >ce u 

certain characteristics which P Ur P°se. j t M 0ll y. Vl 
ceived conclusion: Tsrami c h r^ ,esRut hve;t els ^ 

out the vision of a “fully integrated” malism ' like? his Pte2 
divisions of class and wealth &*efe*. hoi* 

psychological foundation in absolute cen* 6 fasc ‘sm 
being that instead of the Will 0 f th! i ! nty: theonlvn-L 6 ^ 
of God . . . The fundamental st ml 
cratic and highly authoritarian - is montt ~ absolu, < an^'" 
none exist . . .'So Hitler comes1n US efJ,T eCOns P i; ^t 
Ruthven actually likes Muslims: ‘I am’ hewri. Butwha >iMfe 
towards religious fundamentalism’. Why’ Thl we "Hosed 
few pages later where Ruthven delivers 
‘fundamentalism . . . is hard, factualistic and phnistin^,^ Smce: 
to the multi-layered nuances of meaning that reside in te«s°in 
fiction, in music and iconographies, in the cell of art and culture 
where modernity - that universal modernity created by a vibrant 
still dynamic “West” - stores its spiritual wealth.’ So, fundamen- 
talism may be inferior, but Ruthven is well disposed towards it 
because he is a supremist: like the fascist, he believes in the purity 
of his dominating and subjugating culture, that ‘universal moder¬ 
nity’ that preserves the purity and hegemony of the ‘vibrant, still 
dynamic West’. Ruthven’s supremist mediocrity does not allow 
him to see the naivety of his statement. If the spirituality o 
Ruthven’s culture is only found in texts, fiction, music an 
iconographies, then it is a very impoverished spiriua ase j eC | 
not readily accessible; moreover, it is only accessi n£ jfiction 
few since only the elite plough through llterar ^,| er j es Or, is one 
appreciate classical music, and patronize ar g . grap hyi! 
to believe that all pop music, pulp fictton, c postmodernis 
spiritually uplifting? It is a basic tenet o .,, e j nt hesemina 
writers that great art and literature is on y a or( jinary ro ass 0 
rooms of universities and colleges, tia art _ indeed, t e 
people have nothing to do with literature 

should be kept away from such enterpj* 1 * hierarchical \ 
We now move to the climax of Ru w herein th e 
This time it is that of cultural evo u 
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Air authoritarian spell. We must fight to ensure that we have 
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i«?dT f r S l CUlarism u demands that Muslims answer only a 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

own agenda of issues and discussion and not be led by a murderous 
sect of contused and ignorant, but highly articulate and powerful, 
secularist literati. 

The existential anxiety of Rushdie and Ruthven sees its 
expression in the supremist and authoritarian theology that i s 
postmodern fiction. Their products are like the museum of 
photography designed by a blind architect. There will always be 
individuals ready to admire and pay a high price for their ‘art’. 

Source: Muslim World Book Review, 11/1, 1990, pp. 3-19. 


Islam and the Return of Rushdie 
as the Prodigal Son 


. . . With reference to Philip J. Stewart’s letter (2 January) 
regarding Salman Rushdie’s “offence”, it seems that following 
the author’s reported conversion to Islam, not only non-Muslims 
but some Muslims too, are confused over the issue. That Rushdie 
is an apostate and has blasphemed against Islam by abusing the 
Prophet (Shatm al-Rasul) in The Satanic Verses has not only been 
maintained by Iran but also by more than 40 member states of 
the Organisation of Islamic Conference (OIC) at their Foreign 
Ministers’ Conference held in Riyadh in March 1989. 

TTie author cannot be automatically absolved of the offence 
following his conversion to Islam if the book continues in 
circu ation and the author does not repent of having written it. 
offenro’ 1S u a j^ rmat ^ on °f Islam becomes meaningless if the 
V er , p e a< ^ com rnitted by writing and publishing The Satanic 
translations mUeS “ circulation in the form of hardback and 

other^Muslmi ^ Y K Action Committee on Islamic Affairs and 
sincerity i n emhra ^ Britain and abroad have doubted his 
to get him off th^ [ s am ,, ancl regarded it as “an apparent ploy 
regarding the publication^^ Notwithstanding his somersaults 
becomes all the mnr< ! ° f the P a Perback edition, his crime 
continues to insult thp p 1 ^? lf he claims to be a Muslim and 
rophet and Islam through the continued 
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Mdie is welcome to convert to Islam, n 

tanj a favour to anyone; on tire contrary Allah rs doing mm a 

hvoui by guiding him to ls\am. But Rushdie must enter tuny 
into a state of peace and submission 1 ’ ((Jut 1 an*. 2'.208") . This is, 
ibeidote, the fundamental attitude a\\ believers should cultivate. 
Mions normally speak louder than words. But actions must 
com ^ tMe ^h °ne’s speeches. So his 

\ The s «i«nic Verses, must so. We have bari , 

^hdie’sPaustlannonsense The SatanirV • ^ enou 8^ of 
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Sacrilege 

« n<ive description that no self-confes- 

it «* gg& that no fair-minded observer has 

* > Versts ei 

hnicc in the matter- sincer e or opportunist. Anyone 

?*££■« no God except Allah ' and 
whop»Wdy. d ffi envoy” is a Muslim. Once one sincerely 
Muhammad is His ' as h an individual must then attempt to 
utters that state ^*’ sof Isla m- Rushdie would be no exception, 
liwaccordingtothe conver , t0 a faith often display a 

Individuals who 6 adherents. If Rushdie is to be 

kind c° f p Ka | of Islam d he must immediately stop persecuting his 

* ? Tn Smic Verses must be withdrawn as proof of his 

Othenvise. Muslims are entitled to doubt his motives. 
Muslims have suffered grievously during the Rushdie episode. 

Admittedly, he has also suffered much and has little chance of 
resuming a normal life in the near future. He is, nevertheless, 
lucky for there is still a possibility that one day he will. But those 
Muslims who have died during the affair have no chance of 
resuming any kind of life. The dependents of those martyrs now 
live in abject poverty, entirely dependent on our charity. Rushdie 
should apologise to these people. If they demand retaliation or 
compensation, they are entitled to it. If they forgive and remit, 
agreeing to forego their right, Allah will exalt them further. 

us ims in Britain are, naturally, not in a charitable mood. 
een^rm./!^ 01anc |‘ s °I at * on ^ ave embittered the most innocent, 
forget. It 3m0ng US ‘ We ma y for g ive i we won’t 

continued ins^sten^e^ha?h° ”**1 3 m °° d of reconcili ation. His 
does not help matters if ™ S n0Ve IS not meant to be offensive 
one does not besin h„ t■ °i!! e Wlskles t0 enjoy a romantic evening. 
Hostile forces 8 to .V ghllng w ‘th one’s wife. 

^oslrnis to other faiths a -n, reC k gn ' Se t * lat '* ' s Hard to convert 
"courage Muslims to be -.tf 6 ^erefore been busy trying to 

'° their own traditions Such 
loyal t0 1 '| S tlleir motto. MusHm War n S d ' s Helief. “Subvert, if not 
ln strength 3 " 1 ’ and the more Ish S m WI ’ of course , always remain 
Let if... Sl3m ,s backed, the more it grows 

lurn to our m ■ 

am theme ~ the withdrawal of the 
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merely irreverent, but irrelevant. - 

In the current climate of confrontation, there can be no neutral 
oi apolitical uses of any piece of writing on Islam. This is 
necessarily true of a book that has wounded an entire civilisation. 
Indeed, deciding precisely how much of the surrounding political 

lSi Sh 0 ul f- be read int0 the text of Ru shdie’s novel is itself a 
"“'■not literary, judgement. 

Our 
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c ommercialized Blasphemy 

by Ali A. Ma zrui 
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the blasphemy of the charart^ht h dlssoc,ated himself from 
that is a major concession to thJ ehasc f eated - Would you agree 
Verbai dhtanrinff J h sens,b,,lt <es of Muslims? 
“distanrino” t ^ blasphemy is easier than financial 

f ^ assurne Salman Rushdie is still collecting royalties 

new sales of The Satanic Verses. How can that be regarded 
as dissociation from the blasphemy of the novel? Rushdie is 
still gaining from commercialized blasphemy . . . 

Salman Rushdie recently announced that he has converted to 
Islam and therefore he should automatically be forgiven for the 
offence he committed against Islam. That is the death fatwa should 
be lifted as well. Some Muslims have doubted his sincerity, 
arguing that he only announced his conversion in order to save 
his skin. What are your comments? , w 

It would be difficult to dispute his sincerity if he was ind d 

forego millions of earnings from 

such a sacrifice, we would have tog, velum the beneht ot the 
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0ilistiC’ 

by syed AM AST*' 

nn life It is nihilistic. There is 
or lust. 

S'-fS Jsw and the devils are 

«U — sness is shown only as 

toieta goes to the highest domain and tries to pull it down to 
wfeline Prophet of Islam (peace be upon him) was not at all the 
jtificiman history tells us of. He sides with the orientalists because 
tail convenient for him so that he can distort history as much as it 
•him to do so. That is why he concocts a new kind of mvth anH 

it's obvious thus that RnchH' ^ 6art op l ^ e Prophet 

in rating a 

^'Hinihe p 1S a slm P le °ne It p ovin § a theory of 
W«io„ IS c °m>ng of Vevelatin J, Just disbelief in 

^SSsSS?.-.s£ 
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y °r all 
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*" d de ^i berately distort ^ 0 l a " d 

ispisipss 

deformation? Should not the ]fim ?„ person for s, ander and 
condemn this man, for blasphemy becaS'in' lty - haVe ^ right t0 
fiction in order to vilify the PmnhJ 1 f. h » a thin veil of a 

them? As the author ie nn* • P , et a f ^ at ^ e y hold dear to 
of any ^th h^?s ! n Presenting his own realisation 

novel hie I.Wt Sp Ca h,nganantI ' IsJamicthe °ryintheguiseofa 
° ’ his liberty as a writer ends and he should be treated as anyone 

producing blasphemous writing is treated. 

The method that he has adopted to achieve his goal is also 
confusing and unsuccessful from the literary point of view. How 
could the two characters Gibreel (Gabriel) and Saladin fall from the 
sky and still be alive? How could they get transformed and how could 
they become normal again? How could they have the normal human 
body and how could they at the same time move about and influence 
people across space and time? 

Rushdie tried to learn some Sufistic terminology and some Hin u 
and Buddhistic terms and started playing with them in a childish way. 
He wanted to be realistic and fantastic at the .same tune. When* 
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j,552««» iUi " dica,ewhy 

®Ttmnie has used the Christian myth of the Holy Gr 
shi/kd He'did not destroy the feeling of sanctity tha 
Etorsiory of the Holy Grail arouses in the mind of the reade 
if hand he adds a new meaning to the traditional meanir 
:iolising through indirect implication the holiness that me 
^onhas almost lost, the holiness that is at the root of hi 
jMi'hohness that we are seeking and continuously 1 

through the ££?. a . depth ’ § lves « univers 

^*' on the other haid^DurnedTi? 1 * 10 " ° f a " 8** relic 
£ a ' ,hePra P^tid 5c n m n0rmal histor ical spi 

^■*{WW into the arena of W ° Uld r ° Use * 
^Mahound’ , ^ 1( Me Ages of F> vlc *ous missior 
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things 

nature? 
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.. 

characterisation of Ihe Prophei'an^his r*' breel Md"S*“ 
and incompetent. In his attempt to^heonT^r 5 ‘ S highly tWl ^' 
version of history it was nnt ki ? 1 and presenl a distortei 
behaviour which would show^s ^medm^h '° ^ any norT " 0 
between good and evil It k hie • met,mes he wanted to, a conflic 
human Pream^c ,h ] ‘ ltIsh, ^. inca P acit y t0 understand or respond t< 
m, v H L that makes him hl ^ h] y confused. Men and womei 
may be led by superstition but Religion is not superstition. Ayeshi 
and her followers are destroyed by their false beliefs which the] 
sincerely held. This type of religiosity is present in human society bu 
this should have been presented as an aberration and not genuine 
religious sentiment or beliefs. As against this type of pseudo-religioi 
presented as religion, he does not present any truly religious charactei 
or even a predominantly ‘good’ (to use the Aristotelian concept 
character in the whole novel. When the Prophet and his Companion: 
are confused or corrupt or hypocritical like politicians where can t 
find a really ‘good’ character? . , irhin . 

There is thus no relief in this novel. It is mentally dis b^ng 
almost paranoic in its love of a corrupt societ y- h have nc 

it is ‘locus classicus of incompjjble realities. L.ves^ ^ 

. -.*—^ j s caughi 


it is -- 

business mingling with one -- --- crossing 

omnibus’ of his novel. ‘One un.verce, UZls of a moto 

for an instant, blinking like a rabbit, in 
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Memorandum to the US Ambassador 
in Pakistan 
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be 
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|Sc c at ^f*;. ii,i S ^ " -'•a*, 

oSa&jrf F^s^sz *+ b 

^%^sS5aa¥^ 

India, Pakistan, MalTysTS 5 ^ the ^ K t* ""ft 
other countries. The fac, £ 0man - Saudi ^ h ^>«2 
and is being projected bv W ^ IS vicious book has he VatlCanan d 
Muslim conscience but to rh^ ^ media is 311 affront nm P f lished 

from the U.S.A. If this book is nn, ^ P ° n the Muslim People 
forthwith, the Muslim World is iusrifi^^" by the publishers 

S XT lhe ' r f h' th 3nd COmmunit >' an^dem^d^rom all Musfa 

against the pu'bhshers'by^barming the S emry of'dl thelrpublicaSii 
their respective countries. 

While we respect the values of freedom of opinion, belief and 
expression and we welcome honest dissent, not only in respect of 
political issues but also in matters relating to religion and culture,no 
one has a right to broadcast in the name of literature outright lies, 
vicious calumnies and deliberate fabrications and distortions of facts. 
There are certain values that must be respected by all and there are 
certain limits beyond which no civilised society can allow corrupt 
minds to deprave the minds and morals of the innocent an 
uninformed humans. Commitment to freedom is fundamental 

commitment to truth is more fundamental. feelinfisof 

We, therefore, request Your Excellency to convey the^feeling 

and to see w a attacks on any prophet or religious lead* 

belonging*!) a“ny reTgious .radi.ion coaid be checked. HIM «-< 


A<r “” i,i> el 

TV . a cfl^lforiiied • b y peopl® 

r koh lS ve n d loved y re ate f 

.hd "Lpcc^% is a i" u f fgain sl 

At se |fan t0 chec k th fk of 

J^V*> 10 that it is J 
Jji *,„ic Verses sg been use d ‘ d t he 

'/ nf S <of f,ctl0n n and > ts lead r c on 10 th 

-Z2 S ***l 


•In this d /ff^ei a ti 0 n. 
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I 0 lrldrelig> on central wantonly 

“ks-SkE- 

Jeenpeoplebegi g ^ sacred only ,f there 
and sympathy and respect 
jJ^^dcdtiires of different communities. 


SWBZADANASRULLAH 
KHAN) 
itetier.Naiional Assembly 
(M.N.A.) 


(HAFIZ HUSSAIN AHMAD) 
M.N.A. 
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The <i?t 


Mr Ku J e T ° f ' he ' Me,aphor ’ 

• ushd,e. Forge, Yourself, You Are No, lhe hml 

CoInmhi l'M *° UnU ar ^ bu * carefu,, y selected invitees at New York’s 

had authon\ed V f e h re,,y hf C aU ‘ h ° r ’ Sa ' man Rushdie ’ ” ced 
Ver«M' Th snn publ,caIlon of hls sacrilegious title, ’The Satanic 
• * . nc 400 invitees, writers, journalists and broadcasters, had 
been passed through metal detectors to attend a banquet commemor¬ 
ating the 200th anniversary of the First Amendment which is 
supposed to guarantee all kinds of freedom of speech. 

Brought out by his 4 liberal ’ minders and surrounded by guards, 
Rushdie was upbeat. He spoke for 20 minutes. He compared himself 
to Western hostages and demanded that Western governments should 
apply an equal measure of pressure for his 4 release ’ as they had done 
to get out their own men. 4 For mimy people I’ve ceased to be a human 
being I’ve become an issue’, he lamented before his Amenc 

He had gone to the US to impress the point that miy , mp r ° v ®^ 
in relations with Iran should depend on’liftm*£^“5# 
the late Ayatullah Khomeini, and cancelling the otter o 
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, s that he -ustt* 

^ .merican 

,<> V £e,if° nly ileaning • kin d of 

fellS e ifinh eC f heb ad ‘e®^.Jerinit 

J < he Paperback ediW* , - for as long 

P ublish nsinw other languages^ e continU ed 
iftransl^h -victs . As for ', „,.nrl for its 


e’li^conned byth.s embrac^ except 

Egyptian minister of Awqaf. Dr. 
{fjSSpti® Imams of the London Central 

triad literati had been angered because they assumed 
jtoprotege had betrayed them and become a Muslim, even 
sfifccbaiilady of the Rushdie Defence Committee, Frances de 
iatntdtoassure these angry liberals that 'Salman Rushdie feels 
T;arngly that he has not necessarily changed his position’ 

probably ***" conned - but the 

^8hfeSitiTa 0VeMnthusiasm and P°°r 

in 800d 
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Sss B I £-Sisiir*s?E: as 

a . ““embSs^ *cs b ***» xt?> 

a Perfect’ iu, ,.»Rushdie u 1 a PDlipH ^ ers °n of M,^ Ue d. the 

g%sis. Call me ' < Sep ' enib er a i S 99 C f l ]i n f,’ hi nSfg u h i! n - * ^ 
Guardian (2l c a Church of n h e began eoin l S ,ni >®lbeit 
^Plaining hi! Sep u temb er i5 9 ° f England h°‘ 

! lad ^"i«eaV C i" e, »«A!r 
tras 

he hS'bee" ““' toof0 ‘S 

more ‘low’ a Pretending to 'me selffroni w 

British Passport Ofr° Ut t0 New Yo * under he felt « 

in this forlZl / r ‘ Ce and the American Vi L offi" ame i With ^ 
New York? 

and would be amenable to F IS ' ng t0 U P Wlth Washington 
place from whZ pressures. And New York is the best 

ThJ nv u , f° put Pressure on the White House. 

T - “ r ' tlsh and American hostages ‘are now free’ saidaM-w York 
1 imesedi tonal (12 December), ‘so there is no longer any justification 
tor inhibiting the free speech of those who wish to protest Iran’s call 
for the murder of a British subject’. ‘Today let it be said again that 
writing, translating or publishing a book is not a capital crime. If 
Western governments fail to make that plain, then more lives are in 
mortal peril’. 

The New York Times warning came the morning after Rushdie s 
speech. Here in Britain , the foreign secretary, Douglas Hurd, has ha 
one unannounced meeting with Rushdie. Rushdie describe e 
meeting as ‘good and substantial’ and is looking forwar t0 .^ e , 
foreign secretary a second time. He wants that any „ r ^ ebn '' ere js 
‘Britain’s national interest’ must include him ' 00 „ ^ 2^ there 

some orchestration in this renewed liberal crusade and m y 


322 


... firS ,,n . n 3 loW eI 
* wor' d 10 


wo f|U -- thar’ -f 

’. .i/af* a ca ? ; ,aicti° n . Ctl twa 


SI * 5 ?* 


:going lu n t0 any ^ eS %, consc ioUsne t he issue u* 

i'' is 0 from h' s ° w f n fr months b e f° r ® , e ground 

Mfff oMushmmed oapp manners , 



Jco^dforder ‘to. out of tgnoraxice 

out it aptly- it rate policy on the p 


as the 

id W® put w«an act of deliberate pouw be fcft 
British law because things 

” dealt with by God Himself, 

lv that he is going to be killed by anyone, much less by a 
: cannot know what will happen to him, but execution 
act of mercy and not punishment. If God has preserved 
here must be some superior reason behind it. 
isnot Rushdie. He is just an individual. The issue is the 
blication of The Satanic Verses’, in any form language 
d* publishers, Viking-Penguin, owe it to the common 

iHpl tKK£nSS liC ? i0n f and 
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SSy^as?*-^. endSand ^ 

on their rt Seal on th • , n n>: 

* nd °»‘ ms ™ 

Gr Z h,h '^°iz?r 

^ Qur’an A , R V [mcur l- 
““'»»» of JSS^Wcb 

gipSllsi 

It was a fantaslicTpiece 3 of^ d ®P ends on the circumstances, 
fiction It k »t™L P i? u mag,Cal reahsm - No - i' was a piece of 
culture Artmll t* out the of immigration into a different 

^ u ActU T a, , ,y U ^ som ething profound aimed at reforming and 
secularising Islam from within! 

When The Satanic Verses was published he defended its 
profanities from the position of someone who claimed to know Islam. 
Someone who had studied Islam at Cambridge! When the going got 
bad, he said why be so serious about something which was merely a 
story? He never admitted his ignorance or arrogance, or that he 
word-processed all the previous anti-Islamic filth of his peers. He ha 
expected - and was probably told - that it was going to earn him o 
fame and money. He has achieved both, albeit in a P r erv h e "“, se " ve 
and yet he ‘is sick and tired of people saying s 

^IrTtuiy case Rushdie has not been known as .ft^frissa Luard! 
culture, loyalty or ‘liberality with ^J'his second wife, 

a non -person now, is keeping a g P’ 
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'^ eske otherwi s e something « fauU ’. 

f wa s hinted, would beW m Bntish 

fid indevantto^f’ ea * a did not WO rk, Rushdie’s minders 
Since the ru ‘disappear’: ‘Now 

jtitd tie order. 

Vti do not know the full story of Rushdie’s ‘embracing’ of 
^.botthatis what the world was told on Christmas Eve 1990. It 
#Wy an elaborate set-up. A witless Egyptian minister of 

^ rnb raS h Qadha fi- Havinlt 1 dCnt Hu sni MuhJf^i 0 t0 be 
3011 the rak° powerf ul ?>. ble ssed by th W ° u * c 
herrad ic t anilc leaders ’* 6 M ^rr 

^' W est\7 h n e e r>te 
ne 0r deal oi 










R Ushdi e ac 




Jew 'Sh admirei ^ M "slim', hi” 0 u',, s, ' d '»Mu s |i„ ** 

T * ^^%^£££"'"2 

, •< £ X- M arf^ ,ifc,: ** ! 

recrei real l,fe ° f * alman Kw^Uftb” 1 '*,"' '*«, 

K “ »f >"> word, 

Rushdie s unsolicited statement thT‘Nn P ‘ that ' However ' 
embrace’ Islamj’, made it all rL l No .°"? P rom P ted to (to 
‘That was an J, 1 31 the more unbelievable! 

desperately needs toT*” 1'° g6 ‘ inside the re,i S ion ’ because «■ 

he confidil tn rV °P 3 SeCU,ar face with Westem assislan “. 

He confided to The Times (11 February 1993). But he warned: If 

ere is any where where secular Muslims have existed, it’s Bosnia. 

out fundamentalists have been in there preaching fundamentalism 

before they hand out the Kalashnikovs. Ten years from now you’re 

going to have a fundamentalist state at the frontier of Europe and 

people will say: “Where did that come from?” ’ 

Rushdie had been quite upbeat, that is until the Iranian leader 

Ayatullah Khamenei chose to override official equivocations in 

Tehran and announced that the fatwa on Salman Rushdie mus 

implemented without a doubt, and it shall be implemente • ^ 

not, but by playing stooge to his friends and minders, 

chosen to stay in his own hell. 

Source: Impact International, 12th Ma rch-8th Apn 1 1993. 
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truthfulness of the Message. g P be upon him ) or «* 

(peace be upon him) 'i’sJntesmlaT ^ essage and the Messen «» 
finds an ongoinp ever . gral ancf ' therefore, all through history one 

i««,y c ss' # r h “j * 

0 Is that why the Message and the Messenger (peace be upon 
nim) are beyond criticism? 

A — We are not talking about criticism , we are talking about abuse. 
Islam does not allow its followers to abuse the deities of other people 
even though it may not regard them as true. Criticism is one thing, 
abuse another. Criticism opens minds , while abuse is the product of a 
closed mind. 

There are libraries of books critical of Muhammad (peace be upon 
him) as well as of Islam and Muslims have never refused to read or 
answer them, but to accept abuse and profanity is quite different . You 
can’t answer abuse with abuse. It is against Islamic culture and Islam 
does not allow it, it draws a line between argument and abuse, bvery 
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Ik was no point, therefore, in saying that don’t read or buy the 
tatlihad to be challenged intellectually as well as politically. The 
pm about making it ‘famous’ or boosting its sales is 
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complexes of hi W S3ld tha < a person^ , V<ay cle ar, i 
1 is °ot right for h;jP Syche : but a publisher is a "--° 0Set0Wril 


Verses. pUIp 3,1 copres and editions of The S< 

or translations of the book^'^ *" 3nyfonnor manner any editions 

4. To pav d dam a ,r t Ua,ified ap0, °^ t0 Mus,ims - - 

wJh/ y ,™ ages t0 311 agreed charity. 

countries V to* aS C ^ (Organisation of the Islamic Conference) 

1. Ban the book in their respective countries. 

2. To ask the publishers to implement the above demands. 

3. To adopt economic sanctions against the publishers and their 
holding companies , in case they failed to do so. 

We are asking the British government to provide some legal 
mechanism which would prevent recurrence of any such profanity 
against the sanctities of all major and defined faiths and deal with it 
when such an infringement takes place. The present situation is 
clearly iniquitous and it is only right that Parliament filled this gaping 
hole in its social law before we are caught by another explosion o 

social commotion. t - 

The fundamental principle that we seek to establish is fundamen 
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L®, which are well-meant, the problem lies with their 
Litton. Why is this so is one thing, but one can see that the 
pnsiand up for the dignity of Islam and Muhammad (peace be 
tahascost the Muslim world a total loss of credibility 
Ik Serbs knew that if a prmmino nf <ri * • . 

Leaf states could fedsf°T 8 f 51 Soverei 8 n and 

R«i a mere publishing comn a eClUate aS t0 take a rout ine 
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COn cern about n taIk ’ng so r? at “«ah Kh« 

a bout punishin ^b°nieini’$ f af ’ ^ich is about >k A k ntls ^ Muslim 

not 'be Z a t f ,fr insu ''er offc Sta ' es **£*? T 1 ^ 

asSSffisSS^ 

Muslims in Britain h e ° the same opinion ina^ scholars °fthe 

Position v< »t have al1 alone h^n mde P e ndeml y . 

lion theihJ’ novvit bstanding the extrflT° fthisIsk ^^l 

Salman Rushdie alfto^nhvsf WUhin its ,egal righI to afford 
not mean eivin* ^' fP^'cal Protection he needs. But it should 

British !n7 g Pr0tect,0n to Satanic Verses as well, 
wrnnlu Sovernment ministers, however, seem to have been 
, ^ ^ a( ^ v,se< J tn conducting their Rushdie campaign in the way 

ey have been doing so. They have not helped their ward by 
ting the situation and they have shown great indifference to 
the hurt felt by the Muslim community. Unless there is a wider 
agenda, it is difficult to comprehend this new offensive on behalf of 
Rushdie. 

What occurs to us is that there is a clash between two legal values 
and two different jurisdictions. The global village we live in today is, 
therefore, in urgent need of an ‘International Convention agaj n 
Sacrilege ’ that would guide and regulate the governments as wen 
the writing and publishing industries. It could also clarify 
question of jurisdiction, if they appear to overlap. 


rror of the* 

inclte we are also P erslS ^Lions. It seems 


|i^«y | " 6U ;:„rof a nity. Insha-Allah- John patten was 

KC^ rder, by even as 

feSi to 0) ‘be declme of 

omtag down of the value frontiers of 

L ie John Patten are not in minonty and we are sure the 
pm will eventually agree with us that protecting sacrilege is 
liifrotictiiig freedom, it is licensing social anarchy. 

iKlyxtktrmowl, 12 th March- 8 th April 1993 . 
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JtorBrolfter in Islam, 
Minu Alaykum. 




in the best of health and Iman (Ameen). 

writing this note to draw 
•an Rushdie (Pen5 mTT d ’ The 

b e clarify., 


Sever be,.. Upon ^m) oraJllI » ar 




'*> Hind < L‘“ ll PariiolI« Wl , i,l4 'J 

Rr “^ a ';=n: v ^C 
' ar wi„ q " ite 


335 






sawi ^or a ; h t ^^»; :rati0 „ o( 

To begin with vou <h and Musli ms . N*e 

immediately you?° t hould k *ndly make •, 

eSasra^*• a ass: 

Postal address: Peng™ 

27 Wrights Lane, 
LONDON, W.8 


By telephone: 


01-938 2200 

(Publicity Section, Viking, 
Penguin Books) 


*This 


* n 131 _41 of this book. 

is article appears on PP- 

336 


^W n 

y 


^ Co^““ 


!s lam lC 


Aff airS ’ 


19th 


Qctob er 


1988 


( Olo»f 
> ks . 




W 8 


May Allah reward you for doing urgently all that is possible in 
this noble cause. 

Wassalam. 

Yours in Islam, 

Syed^F^y^ud^lin^AhmadDirector, Public Relat.ons and 
D r A A m R n, KSS. Research Fellow 
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( ) from ViU^ Aai ° n Committee on Islamic Affaii 


24th October 1988 


Mr Iqbal Sacranie 
Joint Convenor 
UK Action Committee 
on Islamic Affairs 
146 Park Road 
London NW8 7RG 


Dear Mr Sacranie , 
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as ‘a masterp.ece and f erred ».s new book 

‘wondrous «Kplim„ g ! ‘ M “ P “ *>• 

These are only two of hundreds of examples from newspapers, 
magazines and literary reviews that could be quoted. In recogni¬ 
tion of its qualities, The Satanic Verses was shortlisted for the 
1988 Booker Prize, Britain’s foremost award for literary fiction, 
an award Rushdie won earlier with his novel Midnight s Children. 
The new work has just won first prize in the fiction category o 
the Whitbread Award. 
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welfare of all. We do sh ^ "f y of ourcountr 3' and theco ™ 
P rincinle thct on 6 a ° S ” are the commitment you set out to the 
son>fv jv>r r S rou P s must aim at full participation in our 
y. Muslims are not and do not seek to be a ghetto 
community. Ours is, as it must be, an open and outward looking 
community. Participation, however, cannot mean as you rightly 
observed forfeiting our faith, the proper practice of which, we 
are convinced, can only contribute to the well-being of society as 
a whole. Your remarks on the Muslim community’s contribution 
to Britain's wealth and culture, its firm faith, commitment o 
family life, belief in hard work and enterprise, its respect or 
law and the will to succeed are all apposite in this context. 


and the 


We do welcome your many encouraging 


346 




kX' 


£ V British ‘behind them. 


the mere fact that you 




Ifwl^^S seKSt truths, perhaps calling 
j is^ 10 rc L f L motives and objectives of the commun- 
KEinunication gap between the Government 
Muslim community. 

i the issue of race relations, which you highlight at the very 
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the rule of law A 11 Uf u fj 1 ^ ex P ression i and the notion of 
the rrntin* f u US u Ph°ld an d cherish these freedoms. But 

me nonon that people have a‘right’to commit sacrilege and insult 
a Duse the deeply held sanctities of other people is extraordi¬ 
nary. There can be no absolute freedom of expression except in 
a society where there is complete absence of law or government. 
The notion of the rule of law and unregulated and undisciplined 
freedom of speech, thought and action cannot and do not go 
together. 

The crisis over “The Satanic Verses” refuses to go away for the 
perfectly understandable reason that our legal be 

not envisage a situation in which an offence ofsacri g Tf))S 
committed against religions other than the^ Angl , 0 { 

,v w/iy t/ie Muslim community has been seeking the enac 
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z m 3 need which has found support among 
Sand other responsible opinion in this country. You 
ad certain assumed difficulties and problems. All law- 
wimhe problems of definition, ofscope and of implemen- 
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Udlegislation. The real problem in this case is in fact the 
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5 November 1988 


-five role in the Z u ■ y ,00ks forward to playine 

in the spirit of mutuaJ resn^r J 6 '” 8 and stabil,ty of the «y 
exoect a hf^lnfi i es P ect , dignity and harmony. We therefore 

£ i f f reS P° nse . t0 acute concerns which have ta 
got into sharp focus in the wake of the publication of “The 
Satanic Verses 

We expect the dynamic processes of the law to be used to help 
create a society that is not only free from racial and sex 
discrimination but free from religious discrimination and abuse 
as well. For, quite frankly , there is no joy in being told that t ere 
is equal freedom for both the blasphemer and the blasphem , 
the abuser and the abused. 

With best wishes and kind regards, 

Yours sincerely, 


Iqbal Sacranie 
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MIC ACTION TO COMBAT BLASPHEMY 
” AGAINST ISLAM 
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1He REspec. 

MUli Islamic Conference of Foreign Ministers held in 
. MtKingdom of Saudi Arabia from /; o ci, >. e,CJ ,n 

lNN£DFPn " MUM)resolved to protect and ban 1409 

*^Book, personETandnf^ 3 ^ the Mu ^- 
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ence ° f the .° r S an 'sation of the Islamic Confer- 

the Fircf ^c* 9 lrnrne( Iiately addressed to the situation. In 

fc'rlrla h 90 °^ erence °f Islamic Information Ministers held in 
JeOdah 29 Safar - 2 Rabi Al-Awal, 1409H (10-12 October 1988) 
ne expressed indignation and anguish of the Islamic Ummah on 
this slanderous publication and proposed that strong measures 
should be taken against the author and the publishers of this 
malicious attack against the Holy Prophet and the sentiments of 
Muslims. 
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“The Satanic Verse » ZT, 7*7 “* ‘M-„w 
This publication 

is a deliberate att^J, & , norms°f cjyihtyanddecencyand 
n^rcnnclf ^/ t p t0 ma,1 8 n Is,am and the venerated Islamic 
personalities. I here can be no doubt that the wickedness of the 
author has broken all rules of ethics, decency and respect for the 
feelings of more than a billion Muslims throughout the world and 
that it is a flagrant abuse of the nrincmle of freedom of expression. 


--- -- * Vi viujvj, uCCClit)' dllU ICbJlCU IU1 lilt 

if more than a billion Muslims throughout the world and 
flagrant abuse of the principle of freedom of expression. 

The Conference urges all Member Stales to b ” “* 
Satanic Verses”, to preven,d» 
countries and calls upon publ'shi g Member Sum 10 

draw the book front 

boycott any publish,ng house dta, tries ^ 
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(list July-5th August 1990). 

Inspired by the heavenly teachings of the Holy Quran and 
:eTrue Islamic religion, the religion of mercy, brotherhood, 
sbness, justice and is an assurance of a good life for the 
Wc community and mankind at large; 
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personalities *° jealous Muslim and non-Muslim 

lilt'd h\ ti • f L i fCS ’ or 8 amzat i° ns and governments who, moti- 
/ . * lcJr Islamic and human obligation and being aware of 

lLlr cultural message and moral principles, stood up to suet 
violation of the religious sanctities as of divine religions. 

4. Calls on Member States of the United Nations and all 
other international organizations to contribute to the preservation 
of the cultural heritage of all creeds. 

5. Urges Member States to request its ™“'“ j“£ 
a°nd c—i ^ZZ^TokS ,,<—» 
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Resolution No.28/20-C 
on the 

Unified Stand on Sacrilegious 
Acts Against Islamic Holy Places 
and Values 

^nAmon^M F h ° rei S n Minister: 
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above-mentioned dectanon; 

SUDnnrf nf (>n &^ denounces any individual or official stand in 
.• ^ lnsu ^ directed against the sanctities of revealed 

gions, and takes exception to disregarding such insults as are 
directed against moral and human principles , cultural values and the 
religious beliefs of the majority of people , under the pretext of 
allowing the freedom of belief expression and writing and respect for 
the principles of non-interference in the internal affairs of other 
states . 

2. Reaffirms that it is the unanimous opinion of a« J 
Ulema that any insult, show of disrespect °™ Il Z O fthemost 

°rophets, the Holy Quran the authenUcBo^fS^J .^ 
W/afir»ifp/v apostates. 


cwell as 

ag 

united Njg^gJ, of 
lves 

j;W ofaJI ^ request their n re ^ e u S e en and to 

0IC secre,ary 

S0PeCt . d-.^^ccihilitVOf 


J. Attribute, once again, for the efforts of the Ministers 

*'■ " fo "»ation n,f teri 7 o"' e „ s .; t ; ban the 




Pnblicat 


tons 


ence ofFnr! SUe at the t 

8 " Minis J^wy-ftrst 


listers. 


358 


359 







religion ° r 

'&*?£** ES& 

"• "i petition. n ,,i arn ent. i" „ fo haveK us * 


^.JC. 


Act 


:i °n Co 


The 


>rri mifte e n . 

' A Profit 


for fOed Jn r^ cti 


,^A!Ao f W as P h rnIrt ruled that the Ja p . j thoU gh the 

** p:£:s^S^r 

r*S»iSS and House of 
«*'ttSaX»fte&“0P eanPar i'™ e " A, the 


xi on p n 

sacriJea"', 0c,0 l»t l£ n,,11 « «t fcw- 

campamn ? g *?’ has nomtJT nt - ^iduTl y^ 

S^-^^S^-SSSfS ,---. 

fe?^iW£sr*r“ 

attaining sofr a>f£w d f 0 reIl S ,ous sanctities, in the hope of 1 J’ # E W Ira ". Jordan, Kuwait M a i? . Ambassadors of 
g afeguards and a consensus aeainst the annearance of L 8, ?*8 a t Sudan and Yemon . ’ Malaysia, Pakistan SanWi 


B«^»^ te ^SueSse of time. On the 

feS?£Sfc Muslims conducted a week-long 
!«2Swy. 1990, in front of Viking-Penguin 
litadon. Despite cold and inclement weather, representatives 
L„a Muslims from all major cities such as Birmingham, 
?M Cardiff, Glasgow and Leicester participated. A letter 
.sts was given to Mr. Peter Mayer, managing 

<*“•* ttZZLLS! from *■ Mayer shows 11,31 *e 


"T 5UaiU ? ana 3 conse ^us against the appearance of 
acn lege in the future. The Action Committee has submitted 
to the Home Secretary a report in June 1993 'Muslims and the Law in 
Multi-Faith Britain: The Need for Reform 1 . 

The Committee has had a number of meetings with Government 
officials , Members of Parliament, Church officials, Community 
Relations councils , and Ambassadors of Muslim countries to 

”1iw-» eM “ * 
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ifS"" impact International 


London 

London 


LteraiySenj^ London 

£'”SnceCouncil, Glasgow 

Scotland 

jVukubMiftatii Hizbul Ulema UK 
|i« Islamic Council of 
1 ■ Europe 

Union of Muslim 
Organizations 

Muslim Doctors’ Wolverhampi 


Blackburn 

London 


London 


Foreign Ministers hefn 'd aimost afllhe M? De,egatio ' 

Publication nftu d at Riyadh, Cairn T*h S 30110 Conferf 

1988. They n ^ S f hIegious book, 

i ne y P* a yed a mainr mi* : ne , atanic Verses in October . A . . 

Declaration and Resolutions f ° e ! n the ado P ti on of the oic L v » -l AssociatIon 

M S5225E? £■?»• 

*■ h. grea „ r «_* JtaI1 „ Krt asgfwtr 

™ g Musl,ms in Bosnia ■ To draw attention to the M Utee 

d • ia ?’ ra f )e ’ t or t ur e y ethnic cleansing and usurpation of territory in 

Bosnia the UKACLA met Ambassadors, MPs, Church leaders and 
public figures , exhorting them to act urgently and decisively. That the 
Serb aggression must be immediately stopped was the message 
articulated by the UKACIA in its meetings and press releases. The 
member organizations of the UKACIA have been actively engage 
in efforts to solve the problems British Muslims face as a 
minority , for example , single-sex education, haldl food, eq 

opportunities and racial harassment mmmittee which 

The UKACIA’s main body is its Steering Committee, m 

consists of the following. 
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Islamic Council o7Euron? "flr^h AMd SaIm Abushkai dm) 
Islamic Cultural ri, % m Ebrahimsa Muh *' n ™<» 
iZStSS^S™**- A Al'Mughram AI-Ghmdi) 


f j u ca«on rnunc jl (Mr. Nazar Mustafa) 

> C3, ‘° Z, (Mr. GhulamSarwar 

>f°”cmSee (Mr. S.M. Tanzi/n Wasti) 
•jjSSflbuse (Dr. Mahmood El-Kham) 

*f World League (Dr. S. Selim Has) 

mic Mission (Maulana Tufail Hussain Shah) 

^Muslim Organizations (Dr. S. Aziz Pasha) 

^Muslim Action Committee (Mr. Muhammad Yasin) 
a Muslims Organization (Mr. Musaddiq Ahmad) 
ei Muslims (UK) (Mr. Mahmud a 1-Rashid) 


Press Releases 
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MamicrZh A Al-Muglum AKIml) !SC™ of 'W? Mamie Affa . 

cnee Council, London (Maulana Atiqur Rahman Smb- I ' (J||(, n”of^ a f ts °f the w 0 j 3n ^ reco gnit7 rS ^ 3S 


Islamic Defence Council, Scotland (Mr. Bashir Mann) 
Islamic Doctors ’ Association (Dr. Majid Katme) 

Islamic Forum of Europe (Dr. M. Abdul Bari and Mr. Muslehuifa 
Farazi) 

Tdamic Foundation (Dr. M. Manazir Ahsan) 
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Momay ^^ 


0ruar y 1989 

^ tegatk , 

sSsSaiP^Sss gSsa- : = 

Them; ■ SeS ' y tIle continued * ’* *— 1 

Minister shnu/^u- 


,„l»' y ,.isdeeP ly ofB r ' tlsh 

^ ni £ V^* r ic' i0nS 

, Britain *' h " 

jel ,( ® S .lahollt „A thclf 

y ■■ „ e &&». Sfer «P' e f,inue to 

1 jilic sacrie fthdra' vnan ^ Biet n aIIie ,. 

pen guin, are ’ f book, 

fe? 5 -"'- 


^minister showed his . 

ass* & 

Particular f delegation pointed our nw •#. ^ ln £ ^ avv of 

religious sanctities. g abuse and sacrilege of , R 

madC it ClGar that the British Mus,ims ^ pra* 
ai campaign within the strict bounds of the law and there is 
no question of any violence or intimidation. 

The Minister invited us to continue with dialogue and of course we 

will. 


Monday 6th March 1989 

The UK Action Committee on Isbim ^ foreign Secretary. ^ 

fessssss ** 8 
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ISLAMIC Demonstration to parliament 

Saturday 27th May 1989 
London, Hyde Park/Marble Arch, l.C 


1.00 p.m. 




Several thousand Muslims from all over Britain will converge on 
Hyde Park, London for a march to Downing Street and Parliament. 
Their aim will be to urge the Prime Minister and the JJ 
government and parliament to exert moral pressure onto J 
Penguin publishing group to withdraw teo sc^ ^ * ^ urce 0 j 

deeppTn 

sdx^rsszsxs* 
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S ,cnl'l''* rsuSaVilily 

an d for granting British Muslims 
Hi^nr ( ’ nlhC , r ?! l the blasphemous book withdrawn 
£#£»{Z n '?„Ihetegislation so as to make i, an offence 

, „ u,„ requested to unify their efforts in this 
p* Bnt,sh Muslims have been 


cause 


15th August 1990 


,, •„ PnrP i pn Ministers Conference which met in Cairo 

STi -'«»"»z iv" 

Nabons and other international organisations and world bodies “to 
draw up pre-emptive convention to safeguard against sacrilege of 
heavenly religions under any pretext” and to uphold the noble 
spiritual and cultural heritage of humanity in line with the UN 
Resolution 35/18. 

The46-nation body went a step further on its last year’ s 4 ‘ Declaration 
on Joint Action to Combat Blasphemy Against Islam” by adopting a 
binding resolution calling upon all member states to follow up action 
against the continued publication of the blasphemous book “The 
tonic Verses'; by fully implementing the requirement of the 1989 
Declaration which specifically 

I “S mCmbe u Sta,es .' oban lh e book, 
the booTfrnn/ PUb !' Sh ' ng * 10uses ,0 immediately withdraw 

- SXe'r all0n,and 

n °t comply. r states to boycott any publishing house that does 
Jltt Conference furth 

Islamic SecretaryGeneral 
U)amic «„ m n " or 311 attempts m ! m , plementat 'on of the resolution 
*nc„ue, em P' s «o defame or blaspheme Islam and 
artier thp . 

?* ruT ucmty' s J®" Ministers were h n f , 

^ “gainst the e efed on the British Muslim 

y a six ' n tember j°. n,lnued circulation of "The 
nDer delegation of the U.K. Action 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

. insu i t a nd revile the blessed Messenger of God 
history to abuse, iu househo id and companions (may God 

( b P e e pTea b s e ed U S them all) and to ridicule and revile Islamic 

sanctities. 

, 1 schools of thought are unanimously of the view that 
iS to insult the Blessed Prophet (peace be upon him) is 
St serious crime in the eyes of Islamic Law. The crime ,s 
considered as transgressing the limits (hudud), is worse than 
treason and is a capital offence. However, the sentence is only 
applicable where Islamic jurisdiction applies. 


The British Muslim Community was inflamed by the publication 
of this sacrilegious book. However, it is to the credit of the Muslim 
Community that the campaign has been kept within peaceful 
bounds fully respecting British Law. The author’s enforced hiding 
over the past months has been entirely the result of continuing 
insult and provocation on his part: At an early stage he said if he 
had known that his book was going to produce such a reaction 
by Muslims, he would have penned a stronger and more ‘critical’ 
book on Islam. In other words he would have gone even further 
in his insult and mockery of Islamic sanctities. 




Actio *\ Committee on Islamic Affairs felt that there 
the condur/H f wth f ^ uslim World could condone or ignore 
publishing pm or the mu lhnational Viking Penguin 

of«r^T t0 ign ° re the P r e-publ,cation advice 
to issue the ‘Satanic v 31 ^? C book was ‘ let hal’ and went ahead 
asked Penguin to- erSCS ' Action Committee, therefore, 

3 ’Jndeitake^ottopubr u® ens ' ve book. 

I 01 manner any further 

Pay dama 8M to an agreed'chari 10 ,he followers of lslam - 

None °f these d amy ' 

t0 author of the 
n °n-Musii m T n g whether he was a Muslim, 
n V case he was outside the 
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# e ' c . ma nB-b^ d ' e entett^S . e nd 

, eJR no*^to' d ^ lC e w ^ ea ^e*eUeg^ nin ^ 0 his book 
V0*«£\12 °^-^he P^ caU ° n V his latest 

i wd ' nt !oSnce caused bV the j cal abo ut ‘ his 


. k P rt'h\am as against accepting it. He signs 

He says he has embraced Islam & visitina. official from a 
stay statement in the presence of a visit ng 
Mm country and a tew of his subordinates. The statement 


Mm country "and a few of his subordinates. The statement 
suggests no genuine repentance and commitment, He later writes 
in The Times that he is ‘able now to say that l am Muslim’. Y et 
he was less than forthcoming when John Humphries asked him 
wBBC f television (News at Nine, December 24th 1990V ‘Now 
you have actually become a Muslim have vow 1 )’ 1 net V . W 

^ Mam 's neither an extern^ . ’ 

dlesiI hph 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 

. ,h, ‘ability’ to say that ‘I am Muslim’, but he is not a hi» 
Sarly and unequivocally that he is now Muslim and will, n f 
,o i-t to Islam. s 

Frances de Souza, chairwoman of the Rushdie Defence Commit¬ 
tee therefore, rightly thinks that Salman Rushdie feels ven, 
strongly that he has not necessarily changed his position’ ck 
points out to The Times (December 27th 1990): ‘He has talk h 
about embracing the religion. Conversion is not the word he h 
used/ as 

While the question of Rushdie’s religion can be left e 
between him and God, there is little evidence of r methln 8 
repentance over his past. Instead of making amends J ‘ or 
mischievous. ^ ne is being 

He does not admit that the Satanic Verses is ‘nff* ■ , 

does not intend to repudiate, much less w SJ? ffensive and he 

that the ‘six Muslim scholars agreed with ''\ He even hes 

not offensive and was not written to be nf f meth , at tfle b °ok was 

Manna said that nothing hke ,hL? a °® 8ns,ve ’- Sheikh Gama 
■“*» that the book ls ' / Shasha PPened. Rushdie sVil 

no/ p > -he d/ lni po " the authenX/rT ° r who cast 
^efc: se '"^ltingw' y rri 0f Anah.’ ft l ^ Ho,y 0“™, 

*. John 6 H JeC ‘ S had // their mouths and^h h ' mSe,f had 
f avc W'ntten^ T’Phries asked P h° ken for chara cters 

0 ^^ been fl^Plied: f 1 ;i hlni ' Are you snrr^t In any case 
ti, hook ,| a * te n’, adj: aai very sorrv f ry 6or w hat you 

R Ush .. ^ ^Ose whn t therefn °^ e withdrawal 

0feel upset-t f0re dld not lie with 
er,Unde nak en . 

t0 Publish the paperback 
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£*£ a stop to 2 is translations ^ that 

* pother unce rtain. fuW« offence’^ 

^wSon-EngtUh"d'tions would continue 

Ik UK. Action Committee on Islamic AHairs, therefore, tee's 
tot the whole thing is a disingenuous ploy to bail out the 
unrepentant author of the Satanic Verses without meeting any OI 
the concerns of the Muslim Community and indeed dismissing it 
I mocking it as causing a ‘furore’ over nothing. The only 

£?J Stha l what was sought t0 be thieved previously 

iS S ° U8htb ' P urs ued 

andS. Com!! 10 . n of the 


* s Profane and filth! k gn 
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Sacrilege versus Civility 


7 th January 1991 


Dear Brother in lslam ' 

As-salamu Alaykum. 

„ rt d - acceptance of Islam by Salman Rushdie and 
teimldXn contradictory statements may have caused you 

some misunderstanding. 

a largely attended meeting of the UK Action Committee held in 
London represented by leading Muslim leaders. Ulema, Imams of 
the mosques and office bearers of Muslim organisations, the issue 
was discussed at length and the Action Committee arrived at the 
conclusion that Rushdie’s reported embracing of Islam is yet another 
ploy to save his life. For he has not withdrawn the hardback edition of 
The Satanic Verses, the real cause of offence to Muslims. Rushdie 
has recanted also his stand on the withdrawal of the paperback 
edition, saying that it has been only postponed as long as the risk 
remains. As a true Muslim, repentant over his misdeeds, Rushdie 
should have totally withdrawn The Satanic Verses and felt 
remorseful for having written such a blasphemous book. Given these 
considerations, the UK Action Committee is of the view that the 

0°ft U rPnL t0 H H the pr , 0 ble r m lies only in meetin g the following 
oft-repeated demands of British Muslims that* 

(i) 

(u) 


pulped^^ VmeS be totall y withdrawn and its copies 


unqualified^anoW ° f The ^ atanic Verses tender an 
« J* ** relig,ouffeelings MUSlimS ° f ‘ he W ° rld f ° T haVing 
'" M8eS ^ Paid t0 M a greed Muslim charity. 

5?Sf fa^PprStheSd 0 / 11 ! 6 UK Action Committee 

taniDaicm forward to „„f 6S devel °pments in the Rushdie 
effon la against this blasnhe m Ur c< ? nt ‘ nued co-operation in our 
^^ardyouf^ous book. May Allah accept our 

w Point to the wider community in 



,2> tt 


24th Janu^ 


^“ScVERSESWtFUWR 

community with respect to ‘The Satanic Verses , especia y 
aspect to the legal provisions concerning such situations. She was 
to a six-member delegation of the 0 .K. Action Committee on 
Mamie Affairs which has been campaigning for the withdrawal of 
^sacril egious book and adoption of the appropriate legal and/or 

i l0 fot h S n h d a bUt feU lhal il was very ‘unlikelv 

Wev« m Sh6d m lhe future.’ There ,! y f ° r su ch 


Musli m dele • 

te*’ i waTll 0 ?^ 


fo ™ard Kx* lhak the On 

Cloff lScusslons SMb hatthe ranged 
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Sacrilege versus Cmlty 

, before the outbreak of the war in the 
, , atrange° w_ •. t0 d raw attention of the 

mefflWd hfdefegai' onlookthe 0 f P seemingly Gulf-related acts of 
0 d^ £U Sarnie institutions and even 

N Tnc ir arson aga inst f f q ofa ^ unidentified Muslim woman 
V 'Sals,i« lllding ?ii„d in an underground accident. The 
las reportedly (he cause 0 f this death and adoption 
delegation urged protective measures against Muslim- 

0 f stricter P« verlu 

targeted incidents. 

t „fthr Action Committee welcomed last week’s statement 
Me 1 Secretary in this respect, but felt the provocative and 
^approach of some sections of the media was proving 
SI Mrs. Angela Rumbold condemned all such acts of 

"iolenceand assured that the Government will not accept any breach 
nf law 


The discussion also necessarily touched on the Gulf War and 
members of the delegation said that generally the Muslim community 
does not accept the Iraqi occupation of Kuwait, however it also 
disapproved the devastating military solution of the kind which was 
being attempted now and which might in the end prove counter- 
prodMve to die avowed objectives of the coalition. The best course 
Z ^„' 0P T anpo,itical md means seek a 

some P |eneMemsV'’ 'Vlf ?, roblem - 1,16 Minister explained at 
W tottKl t the , Bmish Govem ment and the steps it 
10 {mi 2 Political solution of the problem. 


10th June 199j 


SATANIC V A E GEND A 0N ISLAM1C STATES’ 

^Sdci einT ^anare, 0r • 

0 Solutions on JoimT the im P le mentation o 
Action Against Sacrilegi 
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have extensive refused to '^00*0^ 

^publishing g% h e aS ls Uc Commission^ ^ Sunday 8 
Jvetsal Muslun de ^ swh ich °P ene ie implementation _ of its 

.oral and Social A™ > pro gress m the imp fort hcom- 

„j Islamic Foreign Ministers 
libul next August. 

the Iranian Foreign Minister, Dr. All Akbar Velayeti, is the tirst L) t— 
meeting hosted by Iran since the revolution. 

* two-member delegation of the UK Action Committee on Islamic 
Waits,Mr. Iqbal Sacranie and Dr. Manazir Ahsan is rerirp^ntir. 

Muslims at the meeting The Act^n r n re P resentln g 
nrubrella body which has been campaigning ford, Cor ™ tee ‘S an 
^smce its publication in 1988 It hakr! f the Wlthd rawal of the 


Sacrilege versus Civility 


1st August 1991 


rnnpT FOR CONSIDERATION AT THE 

?uirC ountries’ foreign ministers’ ( icfm) 

20TH ISl ?5 ^ ISTANBUL ON JOINT ISLAMIC ACTION 
®gf«Sv CAMPAIGNS AGAINST ISLAM 

The OIC General Secretariat has devoted a great deal of 
attention, immediately it learnt about the publication of the 
blasphemous book “The Satanic Verses by Penguin, a reputable 
publisher in the United Kingdom in September 1988. 

At the 18th ICFM Conference held in Riyadh, Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia, the Conference issued a Declaration on Joint Islamic 
Action to Combat Blasphemy Against Islam in which it expressed the 
resolve of all Islamic States to continue their efforts based on the 
noble Shariah at the national, regional and international levels to 
effectively combat blasphemy against Islam and abuse of Islamic 
personalities and preservation of Islamic sanctities. {Muqaddisat). 

The blasphemous book, The Satanic Verses had been 
proscribed in nearly every Member State and in many non-Muslim 
totes. However, the book remained in circulation and the new 
i ions were being published and translated in other languages. 

ICFM Conferpnn^ I ? a . t ^ er was bought to the attention of the 19th 

«3SrsJ31," 2 * 

th e publishing and sale J ^ ^ tlle ! r bolding companies and to ban 
s I am - y material or publications prejudicial to 

declarations and resn! 0 ^ ^ Ihese 

^^n° usnessX have gone a long way in helping 
. ein I as well a* u. nce - The fatwas issued hv the 1: 


powerful and authoritative 
to 

arrant7‘ We Uas bvuli'*' i ne fatwas issued by the late 
Glaring clearly anH 013 ^b Al-Islami in Makkah A1 
cate gorically that such sacrilege 


. p it is 

’PS? . usco^'P^nUV^ 

# JiP . , ma ttet ™' Muslim Co™™ he Satanic 

v " i,h ,he 

• 1 " and values of * elt not a 

** notmS u hnok which in fact w ^ 

a toEM g e 40 or 50 years 

'Him world. This position has n0 more foreign 

® French, German, Spanish or Portuguese are ncini' & 

'languages to Muslims. There are large Musli 

4m these languages are the principal languages 01 worK ana 

study. 

The implications of its publication for the Muslim com¬ 
ity in the West were direct, serious and Ions-term Havino a a' a 

^ acceptability and left unchallenged fnrT* , 8 gamed 

‘f h e Satanic Versed wSk f °l ltS P rof anities and 
“‘"caiional syllabuses and a hlsMv^ ^ becom e part of the 

pities poison £“^Satanict ,,1 Sa V that 
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r Civility 


Sa criW versUS 

_ . be recognized that publication of 
iaiP^'^ lal Muslim affair. It was bound to 
nnt an interna Muslim and non-Muslim 


not an *•••-. . ptween Muslim an u nuirmusm 

sssssrSS" ■ ,,d “* we!,em worid ' 

conununmes, tione d reasons that the Muslim 

It «* for Sf .frit impelled to raise their voice of protest 
con®»* sin ^Sed manner. It was not easy for them to have 

andobjectionmadgmne Q f literature and liberalism m their 

dared to challenge P W the Muslim community has had to 
own den. For two ano - J at(acks from the leading newspapers, 

Alhamdulillah the Muslims in Britain 
*”r' old with patience and civility and this has made many 
and columnists to re-think their positions. 

It is a sad fact that despite Riyadh Declaration (1989) and 
Cairo Resolution (1990) no effective steps have been taken by the 
large majority of Muslim States to implement the operative clauses of 
the Resolution in letter and spirit, the Muslim Ummah had been 
looking towards the effective role of the OIC with great enthusiasm 
and naturally felt frustrated at the lack of appropriate action from this 
august body. As a result of which the book continues to remain in 
publication and circulation, not only in English but other languages 

as well causing continuous insult and grief to the Muslim 
community. 

USSZ abS0 ' Ut u ly im P erative f or the OIC and its 
1CFM Conference Tr 6 !! 1 ‘ he Resolution adopted at the 19th 
m Cair ° b y taking the following measures: 

States without S b. ou ^ confirm whether all Member 
Resolutions banSu° n L have in com pliance with its 
tries. nS ’ banned book in their respective coun- 

2 ' To ensure that all . 

sacrilegious book am u* t!t ^ es publisher of the 

States. 00k banned from import into Member 

1 Member St 

1,0111(1 impre ss upoII' r ,h U ®* 1 ^ir appropriate channels 
P0n be publisher and their holding 
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.he t»° 0 ^ \ to P ub U 

,#*?&i*** bet Stat^ 


Shod 

shoo 


mest to see 

..»^ ei e C o«nt"«' weeing,,19-C 

Ac,ionC rrS coordinating the Comm it 

problem of sacrilege w ^ ew t0 establishing 

^ kVid of*' ‘Uuemational Convention on Respecting 
foetteligious Sanctities (M uqaddisat) of all Recognise 
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,he right moral support, it can become a bridge for furthering better 
relations between the West and the Muslim world and indeed for the 
understanding of Islam itself. On the other hand, if neglected and 
alienated it will not only become a lost community, it can also 
become a tool for subversion of Islam and Islamic values. The author 
of ‘The Satanic Verses’ is the clearest example of this phenome- 


It is O.I.C.’s firm conviction that the question of the honour 
and dignity of our Prophet Muhammad (PBUH) is basic to our I man. 
The Ummah can win no battle without winning the battle of dignity. 
That is why Islam does not accept the offence of insulting the Blessed 
Prophet (PBUH) and deals with it firmly and clearly without any 
equivocation. 


O.I.C. as the only Organization that embodies all Islamic 
countries should therefore adopt the aforementioned measures which 
will not only deter the recurrence of such offence but protect the 
Muslim Community from abuse and thereby safeguard Islamic 
values. 


Should the Islamic countries show the slightest weakness in 
defending the noble Islamic Values they will not be in a position to 
convey to the future generations that Islam is the best way of life for 
the entire mankind. 


(This document was circulated by the OIC Secretariat for 
consideration by the member states at the 20th Islamic Countries’ 
Foreign Ministers’ Conference.) 
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s indeed of 


(participation of the Muslims, as ir 
yievesthatteqw R,, depend on the quality of rights and 
others, in Britt® * acC orded as human beings, and as a religious 
opportunities they ar ^ ful)y consc ious of our responsibility 
community ""' 1 ® ((ha( these responsibilities will be better 

towards society unity > s nee d to preserve its ethos is 

discharged « facilities a nd where necessary the legal 

ItC0 ^nns fordoing so are accorded, not grudgingly or as a result of a 
S o aS, but willingly and in a spirit of goodwill and 
Cny. Accordingly, we write to you Prime Minister, in the 
expectation that necessary changes in the law to deal with sacnlege, 
incitement to religious hatred and discrimination on religious 
grounds will be put high on the parliamentary agenda. 

We would also like to draw your attention to the growing acceptance 
within the larger community of the need for legal reforms as 
evidenced by various seminars and dialogues and in particular to The 
Commission for Racial Equality’s latest Annual Report and their 
Consultative Paper on the Religion and the Law. The CRE believes 
that in the context of Britain’s acceptance of the European 
onvention of Human Rights “International obligations would seem 
n°m2 ni V law on inc i temen t to religious hatred in Britain and 
therefhm^n Prohibiting discrimination on religious grounds”. We 
the .anJL" ^ estys Government to act urgently to remove 
Kingdom’s dom^ ie i S m ^ situation with regard to the United 
genuinely cornmittpH human rights. We believe that Britain is 
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,c Wt and dignity. 
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i ,inn and to prevent recurrence of such 
... rem ains in ciiculaao the Secretary General of the 

Sent, the Con f eren<* necessary measures for the drafting of an 
Wamic Conference to ^ ensure respe ct for sanctities and 
International Conve 
values. 


values. 

f the UKACIA highly appreciates the assurances 
The delegation on Heads of State to continue to support the 

esss ^ the efforts made b r y 1 n e Action c T mittee to 

0 C . R r i«ue to the satisfaction of all persons who respect 
rivilted values and to ensure that such sacrilege is not repeated. 


16th December 1991 


INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION 
TO ENSURE RESPECT FOR SANCTITIES AND VALUES 


On special invitation of the Organization of Islamic Conference, 
Jeddah and the Government of Senegal, a three-member delegation 
of the UK Action Committee on Islamic Affairs attended the Sixth 
Islamic Summit in Dakar, the capital of Senegal from 9th to 12th 
December, 1991. The delegation comprised of Mr. Iqbal Sacranie, 
mILti/a? 01 Action Committee on Islamic Affairs, Dr. 
Leicester an ifn ^cf ctor General of the Islamic Foundation, 
London. F ‘ El-Khani, Director, Muslim Welfare House, 

Leaders o^de^ep^fnnl^? 1 ^, Eeads of State an d Government and 
Saudi Arabia and Seneo a °i *ru f ? m Eg yPU Iran > Malaysia, Pakistan, 
m the West over th^r • ^ ^defed them about Muslim concern 
Rushdie’s sacrilegious hnnwS P ubli cation and distribution of 
t h lngs : the ^legationstronoi ^ atan ^ c Verses”. Among other 

resolu aUhhllly and co mD t y f SSed the 0 I C - Heads of State that 

Ri yadh°(i^? ptedat lhelsfw c mplement the declaration and 
V h (19 ®), Cairo (S 1C Fw eign Ministers’ Conference in 
’ and Istanbul (1991). They also 
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31st January 1992 


TV UKAC1A has strongly condemned the reported decision of the 
Ammon Authors’ Guild to bring out a paperback edition of the 
wiKmiv tilths and profane book, ‘The Satanic Verses' In a 
Msttrwm issued this morning, the UKACIA said it regarded the 
move is clearly provocative and calculated to add further insult to 
injury 

Hwrvei the Action Committee said, considering the uncivilised 
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, .‘The Satanic Verses” are the civilised 
as well as the social stability of 


xiety- 


s of truth 

- mmil ,ee on Islamic Affairs therefore strongly 
The UK Action Comm and obscenities are allowed to 

believes that jf gross 1 ® ’ for the stability of society and for 
proliferate, there jn ^ dignity. This is why the Action 

people to be able to withdrawa i 0 f the book front 

circulation aswell as legislation to criminalize abuse and vilification 
of religious sanctities. 

The Action Committee is determined to follow the course of its 
campaign of polite and persistent dialogue until the whole issue is 
resolved in accordance with the basic norms of civility. 

U.K. Action Committee on Islamic Affairs being the umbrella body 
of Muslim organisations in the United Kingdom and leading the 
campaign for the withdrawal of ‘The Satanic Verses’, has expressed 
serious concern over the one-sided treatment of the “Satanic 
Verses” affair in which the hurt and pain of the British Muslim 
community in particular has been totally ignored. 

writer^ 1 !!!, 0 be a u'^ rate attem P l on the part of the friends of the 
the coiiiiiiuert^ff" 1 ^ IS l| ln ^ '°^ t0 tr y to draw attention away from 

^teadofteauCofESST “ 3 V1Ct ‘ m 

words, dtat the reahjnX ln ' t ^ ba L a ' Wa y s . seen an d sa 'd so in clear 

pane and sacrilegious book^nH the l continued publishing of the 
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legal red redress of the MuslimK k 1011 t0 the writer li has failed 
ress against the offence ^ ^ n0t P rov iding appropriate 
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verted by any side issues which 
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the Prime Minister’s office have also 
„ Mien Ofri« and ^ the conce ms of the real victims 
their august offices to be used for 
ffabuse and ridicuk by 3,1 ® den , that the government did not 
& te0bj “ U rt Tdvic e beeausethe “Satanic Verses” affair is 
have the right one government and another. Whatever 

not apolitical issue w . ^ exchang es between governments, 

may "SST ot going to go away. Clearly nothing can be 
SXSthig the course of provocation and aggravation. 

The Committee invites the government and the media to take stock of 
the harm that is being done by their continued refusal to heed the 


1 sense. 


13 th April 1993 


terert a n™ 0 r uttee , 0n Islamic Affairs (UKACIA) deplores 
5tofteSwT^ thePrimeMinister . the Rt. Hon John 
only likef to 2?tdiecampaign as totally ill-advised as it is 
took and severely Vtiaof .? gainst the aut hor of the sacrilegious 
Government in th e eve/nf u e . s . teem and credibility of HM’s 
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elutions called for the banning of the book, asked its 
^ total, world wide withdrawal from circulation, and 
adoption^ sanctions against the publishing house that refuses to 
withdraw the profane book. 

The situation in Bosnia-Herzegovina is a tragedy which touches not 
only the Muslim Ummah but the entire human race and makes our 
hearts bleed in agony and anger. Day after day we see on our 
television screens the most terrible suffering of Bosnian Muslims 
Ethnic cleansing, rape and murder, even the slaughter of babies in 
their mother’s amis, are hourly events. The aggressor is known Yet 
the world stands by and the Bosnians are left to die like flies 1 

pe UKACIA will call upon the Conference to take specific ^™ 
the defence of the Bosnian republic and restoration of intF^FF f !* 


Mr- Bashir Mann 

JkJ.Qureshi 

^•TanzimWasti 


The delegation comprises: 

Mr. Iqbal Sacranie - Tnint rv 
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. ^niuous fashion. The offence caused 
u^rTrne Satanic Verses by Viking 
"'‘n is by the pubbcation ^ former Prime Minister, Mrs. 
loM !hasbeen acbt 0 * 1 ^ ^ L r Majesty’s Government. The 

SSS*. ..re shru^d b, ,he 

and several "°"' M “fL, en the publishers failed to withdraw the 
Africa and Sn LaflU F were ma d e to use the available 

book K fr ° m idw S U asainstthe publication and distribution. The Court 
tfidfe application held that the common law offences of 
btopheirroushbetand seditious libel did not extend to religions other 
Uimi Christianity (R. v. Chief Metropolitan Stipendiary Magistrate, 
ex parte Choudhury (1991) 1 All ER 306. 

Consequently the most publicised conflict between Muslim religious 
rights and English law resulted in a reassertion of the sad reality that 
the law offers little redress to Muslims when their fundamental 
beliefs and sanctities are vilified. It was not that the law was 
uncertain, it was clear that only the Anglican faith happened to be 
protected. The position of Muslims preceding the Court decision and 
su sequently has been well rehearsed elsewhere and is succinctly 
of corres Pondence between the UK 
Secret at rhe rim T j 3 ™* 0 Affaire and John Patten (the Home 
I Of 22] We SM n0t dwe11 on il here I See Appendix 

die law of blasph2v andl? m -i U! ’ t ' ce inherent in the development of 
"unority view of the t a „, l a PP* lca, ' on was commented upon by a 
1985 (La w Comm—' 881011 when the y considered the 
exi*rr attache <ipanicn|f 0n Workin g Paper No. 79). The 
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.. , hp ipoal system in the promotion of equal 
TV approach ado P te ^Communities is clearly inadequate since it 
^ f rrXs°Ti.y on enforcement of the Race 

is P race-oriented and rel 6^ definition within the Act is not 

Relations Act IV m- >' ^ of Mus ij ms since the discrimination 

sufficient in meeting from membe rship of an ethnic group 

suffered by them nn J"j > Qn (he other hand, lt )S the religious 
butalsoofarehg J whjch js in ascen dancy given the 

in Britis i r 7 as influenced by 

contemporary political events. Consequently Muslims are now more 
ikeMo suffer discrimination on grounds of their religion than on 
colour, race, ethnic or national origins or nationality as is provided 
for by the Race Relations Act 1976 (RRA 76). 

The same logic which brought the Race Relations Act 1976 into 
being is the same logic which dictates that the time is now right for 
legislation in the critical area of religious discrimination. This is 
particularly so as regards Muslims since the protection afforded by 
the Act is marginal given the fact that we can be disadvantaged on 
racial grounds and/or because of our religion. 

English law remains inadequate in relation to the standard set by 

MnrTnl? nal v!^ W ^ u P boldin g ^ right to freedom of religion. 

minorities ir fin ^ 76 affords protection to some religious 

minorities, it fails to do so in the case of Muslims. 

elimination of^scrindnlI* Sh ^ ^ FaCe based a PP roach t0 the 
hck of a right to freedom 10 ? Sa ^ ered by ethnic minorities, and the 
Muslims, above all the mi ° re ^ ave a H served to ensure that 
rcdress when they suffer discriin' 0mmUnitleS ’ are ^ without legal 

Moreover, the hum 

al f demands that religious 
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mhodies (fie principle that the law should protect 
group defamation and against the publica- 
■*5SSonof material, the deliberate purpose or intention of 
Id»to atee and vilify. 

Incitement to Religious Hatred 

IN addition to the above, it is suggested that amendments be made to 
Panffl of the Public Order Act, 1986, in particular Sections 18 and 
19. We would recommend (hat the definition in Section 1 7 h 
amended to include hatred on the grounds of religion or hpii^f be 

as *e present ground of colour, race, nationality SmT" 
citaship) or ethnic or national origin. " y (,nclud| ng 

Incitement to religious hatred has been an offenrp in \r 
since 1987 and, therefore, extending it to cover R ° rthern Ire land 
^^quest'onsofpnncipje. We, therefore wh n B tain ra, ses no 
Mthataspecificlawagainst inched y SUpport the view 
stald b introduced. g 'ncitement to religious hatred 

's accepted that care d/ u d ^ ^ales should hf ° r en ^ 0rce ment 
tkkl Mof 0 ff enrp hould alw, ay s be takpn kP re P ea ^d. While it 
instituted which are? 8 ?^ 311(1 to pro prosecuti ons for 
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